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Motes for the Ensuing Wreck. 
March 18.—Commission Day.—Chelmsford, Oakham, and Car- 
narvon Assizes. 
» 18,—Sitting in Banco at Westminster. 
yy 19.—Commission Day.—Durham Carmarthen, Exeter, 
Leicester, ana Stafford Assizes. 
» 2— ” x» —Manchester Assizes. 
» 2— 9 3» Hereford and Beaumaris 


Assizes. 
9 22— ” » Lincoln and Brecon Assises: 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


ConsIDERABLE MISAPPREHENSION has prevailed with re- 
spect to a decision lately pronounced in the Common 
Pleas Division to the effect that the acceptance of a bill 
of exchange by signature merely is insufficient. This 
decision has been supposed to rest upon principles and 
miles of common law, whereas, on the contrary, at common 
law, no writing whatever was needed for the acceptance 
ofa bill. The rule by which the court had to guide it- 
self is contained in 19 & 20 Vict. c. 97, s. 6, which enacts 
that uo acceptance: “ shall be sufficient to bind or charge 
any person unless the same be in writing on such bill,. 
++» and signed by the acceptor or some person duly au- 
thorized by him.” The language of this section seems to 
point to a written acceptance distinct from the signature 
of the acceptor, and to require both. And this view is 
confirmed by the history of legislation on this subject and 
by the construction put upon the earlier statute of 1 & 2 
Geo. 4, c. 78, 8. 2. That Act provided that the accept- 
ance must ‘‘ be in writing on such bill,” and in Dufaur 
vy. Oxenden (1 Moo. & R. 90), it was held that an 
seceptance was gcod within this statute though 
unsigned. In face of the language of 19 & 20 Vict... 
97,8. 6, and of the fact that, at the time when that 
statute was passed, a written acceptance on the bill was 

ized as a thing distinct from a signature on the 
bill, it is diffieult to see how the court could have come 
to a different conclusion. The acceptance must be a 
thing in writing, and that thing must be signed. 

Tt has probably escaped the attention of many who 
have written on the subject how much weight is tacitly 
attributed to the place of the signature, Bills are almost 
universally accepted (whether with or without the word 
“ accepted”) by a transverse signature, and it is the 
Writing of the name across the bill which is looked on 
&san acceptance. Would the same be said if the name 
Were subscribed or indorsed ? Yet the name written in 
such a mode would equally satisfy the statute; and to 
judge from the language of 3 & 4 Anne o. 9, 8. 5, and 
the decisions under it, an acceptance was then commonly 
“underwritten” or “indorsed.” The Act which now 
§everns bill of exchange, however, says nothing about 
the place of the signature; and if it is asserted that a 
Mignature by itself is enough, those who assert it must 
maintain that the signature of the drawee, wherever 
Placed on the bill, will suffice. 

If the Legislature had said that no acceptance should 
Wad, unless it wore made dy signing the acceptor’s name 
*eress the face of the bill, it would have said what would 
be very reasonable, and would be in accordance with 
Mercantile usage ; but it has not as yet said so, 





Tr w cratirrine to find that attention to departmental 


_ Peforms is not being altogether deferred until after the 


publication in the “ Solicitors’ | 


| Judicature Acts (Legal Offices) Commissioners shalk 
have made their report. We recently noticed the ar- 
'Tangements made with reference to the salariesof chief 
Clerks and taxing-masters attached to the Chancery 
' Division. Now we learn that the stationery department - 
.of the Record and Writ Office has been re-modelled, 
and, we are glad to say, greatly to the advantage of the 
writers employed therein, whose earnings were very in- 
juriously affected by the operation of the Judicature 
Actsand Rules. Under the new arrangement one only of 
the three stationers will be retained, the other two re- 
tiring om compensation allowances. A fixed salary 
will be paid to the continuing stationer, and his 
duties will embrace, chiefly, the management of 
the stationery department, both the writers and 
their work being placed under his immediate over- 
sight, subject, of course, to the responsible direc- 
tion and control of the Clerks of Records and Writs, 
The actual work of copying and examining will 
be done by the writers, on such a scale of remuneration 
as will, if there be sufficient work in the office, 

double their previous earnings. That there will be 
sufficient. work may be inferred from the fact that the 
business which really constitutes the basis of the writers’ 
earnings seems more likely to increase than to decrease; 
for the number of affidavits filed in the office reached, 
im the year 1875-6, 60,859, and in the year 1876-7, 
62,735. Assuming, therefore, a continuance of work 
equal to that of the last two years, there is good reason 
to believe that the expected improved earnings will be 
fully realised. Those of our readers who have felt an 
interest in the case of these writers will see that the 
utmost possible relief has now been afforded, aad the 
writers themselves will, no doubt, feel very grateful for 
the exertions made on their behalf, and which have 
rescued them from the distress they have recently suffered. 





A Porn? oF PRACTICE was decided on Saturday last by 
Mr. Justice Lindley (see Hancocks v. Lablache, in this 
week's issue of the Weex.y Raronrsr), and az the deci- 
sion seems to have given rise to some misconception, it 
may be worth while to call attention toit. The decision 
was simply this:—In suing a married woman for the 
purpose of obtaining payment out of her separate estate 
of a debt incurred by her so as to bind auch estate, her 
husband must be joined with her as a co-defendant. 
The recent case of Davies v. Jenkins Q6 W. R. 260, 
L. R. 6 Ch. D. 728), shows that, in an action so framed, 
it is not- necessary to bring any trustees before the court, 
so that, as the practice now stands, and, we may add as 
it was generally believed to stand before the recent deci- 
sion, the only defendants necessary are the wife and her 
husband, and, of course, if necessary, actual service on 
the husband may be dispensed with. It seems to be 
taken for granted by many people that this is 
&@ cumbrous proceeding, aud that it is evident on 
the face of it that an alteration ought to be made dis- 
pensiug with the joinder of the husband. We are not 
so clear ow this point. The common law gave all the 
wife's property to the husband, and the separate estate 
is a defeasance of his title; it may well, therefore, be 
consilered just that he should be a party to any proceed- 
ings which may have for their result a finding that he has 
no right to certain sums or property. Be this, however, 
as it may, and assuming that the existing procedure is 
unjustifiably cumbrous, and may give rise to delay, this 
is the only charge that can be brought against it, 
There is, of course, no question involved of the absolate 
immunity from all responsibility of a married woman 
with a statutory separate estate; and we trast that 
the defendant im the recent case is not relying on news- 
paper correspondents for her opinion as to the issue of 
the case, 
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difficulties they considered he put in the way of their 
carrying out the orders of the court. Since the chancery 
funds have been under the control of the Paymaster- 
General there has not been any change in the feeling of 
the profession, and it can be no matter for surprise 
that persons outside the profession should look 
upon some of the requirements of the Paymaster- 
General as utterly unreasonable. Nevertheless, if must 
be remembered that the Paymaster-General is himself 
bound by rules, which, with the fear of the Audit Office 
before his eyes, he cannot suffer to be relaxed. A car- 
respondent of the Times complains that, being the 
executor of a clergyman, part of the income of whose 
living was derived from funds in court, ‘‘ a half year's 
dividend [of £5] is due at the time of the death of the 
incumbent. I produce the probate, and am properly 
identified. The Paymaster will not pay me; I must apply 
for an order,’’ which will cost more than the £5. 
The fact is that the Paymaster is not permitted by the 
Chancery Funds Rules to pay a sum not being dividends 
unless such sum is mentioned in an order or in a chief 
clerk’s certificate. The sum the executor was entitled to 
in the case referred to, was, of course, the apportioned 
amount cf the dividend from the date of the last 
dividend up to the death of the late incumbent. Had 
there been in court a dividend to the whole of which the 
executor was entitled, the Paymaster would have paid 
this to him under the 53rd of the Chancery Funds Rules, 
1874; but this rule does not apply, and was not intended 
to apply, to the apportioned part of a dividend. That must 
be the subject of an order. Where the amount of the 
apportioned dividend is small the best course is for the 
executor to join the new incumbent in his application 
for payment of the future dividends. But the new in- 
cumbent may defer his application for an indefinite time, 
and so injustice may be done to widows and orphans, 
and it would seem to be desirable to frame a rule that 
“dividends as they accrue during the life” or continu- 
ance in office of the person to whom they are directed to 
be paid shall be considered to include the apportioned 
pert up to the determination of the enjoyment; and 
that, on proof of death, and on production of probate, 
and an affidavit of apportionment, the proper amount 
should be paid out to the executor. 





A quzstion of considerable importance upon the con- 
struction of the Agricultural Holdings Act has recently 
arisen. The 5lst section of the Act provides that 
“where a half year’s notice, expiring with a year of 
tenancy, is by law necessary and sufficient for the deter- 
mination of a tenancy from year to year, a year’s notice 
so expiring shall, by virtue of this Act, be necessary 
and sufficient for the same.” Our readers may, perhaps, 
remember that in the Bill, as originally introduced, the 
clause was drafted with so much inaccuracy as to 
render it doubtful whether it would be operative. We 
called attention to this (19 Soxscrrons’ Jovenat, 369, 
470), and the Duke of Richmond quietly altered the 
clause in committee in accordance with our suggestions. 
But a term remained which, when read in the light of 
the rest of the Act, did not appear to us ambiguous, 
but which has recently given rise to questions. What 
does ‘‘ by law” mean? Does it mean “by implication 
of law” so that the section applies only to those 
very numerous agricultural tenancies in which there is 
no express stipulation as to notice, and the contract 
of tenancy is, by virtue of the common law rule, deter- 
minable by a half year’s notice, expiring at that period 
of the year at which the tenancy commenced? Ordoes 
it mean “by law giving effect to the agreement of 
parties,” so as to include the cases in which the contract 
of tenancy expressly stipulates for half a year’s notice? 
Ina case of Hewitt v. Harris, decided a few weeks 
ago, we are informed that Mr. Baron Pollock, after 
taking time to consider, ruled that the Act applied 
to a case where a written contract of tenancy from year 
to year stipulated for a half year’s notice on either side 


——-- 
With all submission, we think it clear that this ruling is 
wrong. In the first place, looking at the section 
alone, this construction gives no effect to the words “ by 
law”; for if all cases where a half-year's notice ig 
necessary and sufficient were intended to ba included, 
this would havo been exactly expressed by omitti 
the words, Some meaning must be given to the 
words, and the only reasonable meaning appears ¢> us to 
be “ by implication of law,” as opposed to the agrzement 
of parties. And if we look at the rest of the Act we 
find that this meaning is in accordance with the whole 
scheme, which is subject throughout to any special 
agreement made by the parties. The general provision 
of section 54, which enacts that nothing in the Aot 
shall prevent a landlord and tenant from entering into 
and carrying into effect ary such agreement as they 
think fit, or shall interfere with the operation thereof, 
appears to us to be decisive against the ruling ascribed 
to Mr. Baron Pollock, at all events as regards tenancies 
created since the commencement of the Act. And even 
as regards contracts of tenancy current at the com- 
mencement of the Act, section 57 seems merely to 
“provides that where the Act is applicable—i.e., where no 
special agreement has been made which is to be “ carried 
into effect” under section 54—the Act shall apply to 
che contract. 





We recrer to announce that the profession is threat. 

ened with extinction. There is a gentleman somewhere 
who has had his eye for several years on solicitors and 
law societies, and he has now printed the results of his 
observations and conclusions in a pamphlet of twenty-four 
pages. The former may be summed up in his own lan. 
guage (and type) as follows :~ 
“Englishmen are apt to speak pityingly of other 
nations as being priest-ridden, or ruled by despots, 
whose subjects are little better than slaves; but seldom 
consider their own condition. No country is so over. 
ridden by priesteraft (or any class) as ours is by the 
legal profession, nor the people of auy civilized country 
so despotically used as we are by its overbearing 
intolerance.” 
And the conclusion he reaches is that all Members of 
Society should “form a society to counteract all law 
societies, as a Public Defence League,” for the following 
(among other) objects—viz. :— 

** To publish a special periodical, exposing the quirks, 
quibbles, and intolerance of solicitors,” 

“To repeal all orders and rules of ‘tho courts of 
justice, and none such to be observed unless submitted 
to, discussed, investigated, and passed by both Houses 
of Parliament.” 

“To advocate and obtain the establishment of a Court 
of Commercial Arbitration, for decision of disputed 
matters relating to commerce only, by a tribunal of 
commercial men. The subscription to be five shillings 
per annum.” 

The liberator of Society, we grieve to say, omits to 
append his name to his pamphlet, and his printers dis- 
play a similar reticence. 





We azz warry to announce further donations to 
charitable objects by the recipients of the Serjeant’s-inn 
money. Mr. Baron Pollock has presented to Charing 
Cross Hospital £100, part of his share of the proceeds. 
And, as our readers will see stated elsewhere, Sir 8. 
Martin has generously remembered the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association. But, it may be asked, why all 
the donations have hitherto been confined to members, 
present or past, of the judicial bench? There are 
sixteen wearers of the coif who are not on the 
bench. The explanation probably is that these learned 
gentlemen are only kept back from an immediate display 





of generosity by a becoming desire to yield priority to 
thelr judicial brethren 
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RIGHT TO LATERAL SUPPORT FOR A 
BUILDING. 


I. 


Tur case of Angus v. Dalton, decided by the Queen’s 
Bench Division in December last (L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 85), 
demands notice as unsettling the established and import- 
ant rule of law that twenty years’ open enjoyment of 
Jateral support in land for a building is sufficient reason 
for presuming a grant of the right ; and as thereby tend- 
ing, with so much force as belongs to a single decision, to 
disturb the foundation of English jurisprudence—the ob- 
ligation on each court to follow every precedent of a 
court of equal or superior authority, unless it is incon- 
sistent with some binding authority. 

The action was brought to recover damages for the 
destruction of the plaintiffs’ factory, caused by digging 
in adjoining land of the defendants. The verdict was 
found for the plaintiffs, subject to the opinion of the 
court on some questions of law, of which the only one 
seriously discussed was whether the fact that the build- 
ing was sound at the time of the digging, and had been 
so constructed twenty-seven years previously, was sufii- 
cient to support the plaintiffs’ claim of right. A majority 
of the court (Cockburn, C.J., and Mellor, J.), gave judg- 
ment for the defendants, on grounds which were 
thus epitomised by the Lord Chief Justice at the close of 
an elaborate judgment which fills twenty-nine pages of 
the report :—“ For the foregoing reasons I amof opinion 
that any presumption arising from length of enjoyment 
as respects the easement of lateral support to houses and 
other buildings, both at common law and since the Act 
of 2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71, is open to be rebutted, and that 
if the fact that no grant was ever made is established, or 
from the circumstances none can be implied, the pre- 
mmption fails. It is beyond all question in this case 
that no grant was ever made or assent ever given. It is 
equally certain that there are no circumstances from 
which any grant or agreement to make a grant or assent 
inany form can be implied. I am, therefore, of opinion 
that judgment must be given for the defendants.” 

The ignoratio elenchi which, as we think, vitiates the 
judgment, is in these few words frankly displayed. 
Either the first member of the sentence is untrue or the 
second has no purpose. If it is absolutely known that 
no grant was ever made, we do not need to be told that 
there is nothing from which a grant can be inferred. 
The first member of the sentence is plainly untrue, for 
without question a grant could have been made, and 
there was no attempt to prove that none had been made. 
The second member of the sentence must have been in- 
tended to express the conclusion which is the burden of 
the entire judgment—that a grant ought not to be pre- 
sumed unless it is believed that a grant was actually 
made or to be made. Moreover, rebuttal of a 
claim by implied grant can only be by special circum- 
stances, and none were alleged. 

Lush, J., who differed from the rest of the court, re- 

the easement of support as analogous to that of 

t, differing only as being less onerous to the servient 
tenement, which can be built upon and used in any 
Manner up to the boundary, so long as necessary 
mpport for the dominant building is left or sub- 
by underpinning or other contrivance; 

While land which is subject to an easement of light 
Cannot be built upon at all. ‘All the authorities 
agree that a building which has the status of 
@ ancient building is protected from invasion of its ease- 
ments of light and support. Down to the time of 
James I. it was the practice to prescribe for such ease- 
ments as having existed from the time of legal memory, 
Bland vy, Moseley, cited in Aldred’s case, 9 Rep. 

» and it was expressly held in Bowry v. Pope (Leon. 

» that a party could not maintain an action fora 

in stopping the lights of his house unless he 

gained a right in his lights by prescription. 


which had existed from the time of Richard I. Practi- 
cally it was a house which had been erected before the 
time of legal memory, and the origin of which could not 
be proved. But it afterwards came to be settled law 
that an uninterrupted possession of light, water, or any 
other easement for twenty years afforded a ground for 
presuming a right by grant, covenant, or otherwise, 
according to the nature of the easement; and if there 
was nothing to rebut the presumption, a jury might and 
should be directed to act upon it. The statute 21 Jac. 
1, c. 16, which limited the time for making an entry on 
lands to twenty years, seems to have suggested the 
necessity of a corresponding period for the acquisition of 
these easements.” 

“If my possession of the house cannot be disturbed,” 
said Wilmot, J., “ shall I be disturbed in my lights? It 
would be absurd” (2 Saund. 175a; Williams, Saund. 504 ; 
Dougal v. Wilson). 

There is, however, a distinction between the easements 
of light and of support which Mr. Justice Lush does not 
notice—namely, that the enjoyment of light is far more 
easily interrupted or prevented than the enjoyment of 
support ; and the hardship of allowing a right to be 
established merely by length of enjoyment is, from that 
point of view, greater in the latter than in the former 
case. Against this is to be set the far less onerous 
nature of the burden on the servient tenement, as 
pointed out by Lush, J. But these are considerations 
into which it is now too late to enter. They are obvious, 
and must have been taken into account in the cases 
which first settled that a right to continuance of support 
may be gained by enjoyment; and were, doubtless, set 
aside as being of less moment than that of quieting pos- 
session—the motive common to all rules under which 
rights have been gained by enjoyment or lost by dispos- 
session, however much they may differ in their origin or 
in the reasons judicially given for them; reasons which 
are often purely figurative or fictitious, being designed 
to cover innovation with the garb of precedent. Bracton, 
who seldom felt the need of justifying his propositions, 
does not, in treating of the acquisition of title to things 
corporeal by possession, adopt the Roman fiction— 
‘**videtur alienare qui patitur usucapi,” but states the 
rule as containing its own justification—“ rerum cor- 
poralium dominia transferentur sine titulo aut traditione 
per usucaptionem scilicet per longam continuam et paci- 
ficam possessionem ex diuturno tempore.” Nor does he 
feel called upon to invent a reason for the gaining of in- 
corporeal rights by prescription : ‘‘ Servitutes acquiren- 
tur ex longo usu sine constitutione ex scioentia 
negligentia et patientid dominorum,” the duration of the 
enjoyment necessary to establish the right being, unlike 
that required to create a title to corporalia, which was in 
the discretion of the judge, fixed as that “ qui excedit 
memoriam hominis” (Bract. 51, 221, 230). 

There is a perfect analogy between rules of limitation 
for barring, and rules of prescription for acquiring 
rights. A right to the possession of land is generally 
lost if it is not exercised during a fixed period of years; 
and the destruction of the rightful owner's title involves, 
perhaps it is not too much to say, invariably, the acquisi- 
tion of a corresponding or equivalent title by another, 
who will usually be the person in possession at the com. 
mencement of the period of limitation, and not, as is 
frequently said, the one in possession when the original 
title became extinct. In like manner the acquisition of 
an easement by enjoyment involves to the owner of the 
tenement which so becomes subject to the servitude 
the loss of an equivalent portion of his rights of owner- 
ship; acquisition and loss being in each case correlative. 
At the common law the period of limitation or of pre- 
scription was probably in each case the period beyond 
which the testimony then available in the case did not 
reach. Afterwards occasional statutes of limitation estab- 
lished each in succession some epoch at which investiga- 
tion should stop, and later, reference to a fixed 





an ancient house at this period was a house 





was superseded as to real actions by the 31 Hen. 8, ¢. 2, 
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and as to possessory actions, by the 21 Jac. 1, c. 16, each 
appointing a certain term of years from the commence- 
ment of the right of action within which it must be 
prosecuted. When the courts acted by analogy to the 
statutory rule of prescription or limitation for the time 
being applicable to real or possessory actions, and 
directed juries to presume, from enjoyment during the 
period of legal memory, prescription, or limitation, that 
a right to continue in the enjoyment for ever had been 
granted by some person entitled to grant it, it was not 
because they had any faith in the presumption, but 
because they thought it right that long-continued enjoy- 
ment should not be disturbed. “The statute of limita- 
tion (of actions on contracts) is: not a statute to protect 
parties against loss of evidence, but to quiet claims” 
(per Best, C.J, Seales v. Jacob, 3 Bing. 653). 
And the courts will go so far in the way of pacification 
as to presume, not only an improbable grant, but also an 
improbable grantee, as in Ivimey v. Stocker (L. R. 1 Ch. 
295), where, upon evidence that an artificial watercourse 
had from. before the commencement of living memory to 
the year 1856 (when the right of bounding as to the 
mines in question was suspended) been used by tin 


bounders, who, having by custom individual chattel | 


interests, limited as to each bounder to the term of his 
working the bound, were incapable of acquiring a per- 
petual easement for the mine, the court—apparently im- 
pressed by the naive argument on behalf of the plaintiff 
that ‘surely if an easement has been uninterruptedly 
enjoyed for centuries there must be a right to it 
somewhere’’—presumed that the easement had been 
granted to the owner of the mine, who had never used it, 
for the benefit of the bounders, who were his customary 
enemies. Soa grant of licence to commit an unknown 
nuisance, by using a substance unknown at the time of 
the grant, may be presumed in favour of convenience and 
expediency, as where a right to discharge the refuse of 
tags from an ancient paper-mill into a stream was ex- 
tended by presurifption to a right to discharge the refuse 
of esparto, a material unknown in the manufactories ten 
years before the suit : (Baxendale v. McMurray, L. R. 2 


for possible disability of the owner unless disability at the 
commencement of the period was proved, and the owner 
was as surely dispossessed or bound by the adverse enjoy- 
ment when he knew nothing about it, or was practically 
unable to resist it, as when he contentedly sat by and 
assented. The question whether it would be a less evil 
to protect the usurper and his successors than to restore 
the original owner was decided in favour of the usurper. 
So as regards the acquisition of easements, the ques- 
tion is simply as to the choice of evils, and it has been 


decided that the evil of allowing a house that has stood | 
for twenty years to be destroyed is greater than that of | 


preventing an owner, after twenty years of inaction, from | whatever, as in the case of the claim to access of wind 


excavating or building so recklessly as to bring down 


his neighbour’s house, when ordi tions Id | 
CANOE S NONSD, WHER CORA PLOSAMEIONS WOU | sumption of a covenant by every neighbour on every 


enable him to avoid the mischief while making the fullest 
use of his own land. It was apparently for the purpose 
of bringing out more clearly the trath that the burden 
of the servitude of support is rather nominal than 
substantial that pleaders have always superfluously 
alleged want of due care and skill in making the excava- 
tion, implying that, however absolute the plaintiff's 
Tight is, it is consistent with the use by the defendant 
of his own land for any purpose, provided he uses due care 
to protect the privileged building. But that the eare 
used must be effectual, in other words, that the right of 
the servient owner to remove any existing prop is only 
on condition of first providing another efficient one, is 
well settled ; and in this view it seems to us that the rule 
ehould go further and confer the easement on the build- 
ing owner at the commencement of his enjoyment, 
founding it on priority of action and not on acquiescence, 
which, since there is no efficient power of resistance, is 
really unimportant. ‘Thus, if an owner wishing to build 
up to his boundary finds that the land on the other side 


has beer excavated, Ire must lay his foundations in hig 
own land accordingly; but if he first builds on a founda. 
tion sufficient at the time, he should be entitled to the 
continuance of that state of 


‘* Possibly,. as im the present instance, he may have 
built to the extremity of his owm land, and may require 
the support of his soil to uphold his own house. Is he 
to endanger and perhaps destroy his own house by 
excavating under it. for the purpose of preventing his 
neighbour from acquiring the right of support ? 
question as it seems to me answers itself. To say 
by reason of an adjoining house being built 
extremity of the owner's soil a right of support is 
acquired in the absence of any grant or assent, 
or implied,, against the adjacent owner, who may be alto. 
gether ignorant whether the house or other building is 
supported by his soil or not, and who, whether he knows 
it or not, has no means of resisting the acquisition of an 
easement against himself, appears tome'to be repugnant. 
to reason and common sense as well as to the first prin- 
ciple of justice and right.” 

This is to apply general rules without regard to the 
purpose for which they are established, which is general 
convenience. Doubtless, prescription is theo 
founded on acquiescence, which implies the power of 
resistance; but the practical reason for protecting the 
easement is the resulting balance of general convenience, 
and however touching may be the picture of the servient 
owner, embarrassed by his own bricks and mortar, 
helplessly watching through twenty long years the 
gestation of an easement which he cannot make abortive, 
we submit that, first principles of justice notwithstand- 
ing, great mischief would ensue if the easement were 
not protected, and that it is better to protect it, even at 
the cost of asking a jury to say that there was a grant 
which no one believes to have been made. 

It was held in Renshaw v. Bean (18 Q. B. 112) and 





Hutchinson v. Copestake (8 C. B. N. 8. 102, 863), and 


Ch. App. 790). With this view no allowance was made | contended in Tapling v. Jones (11 H. L. C. 290) that an 


ancient light could not be enlarged without loss of the 
original right, because, if that were allowed, the 
easement might, in the course of time, be extended to 
the limits of the dominant owner’s frontage without 
power of resistance by the scrvient owner. But the 
House of Lords would not listen to the argument, and 
overruled the decision. 

It is another thing when the right claimed is so un- 
reasonable that it is improbable that any such grant 
would be made—not. under the circumstances of the 
particular case (with which preseriptions of this kind 
have nothing to do), but—under any circumstances 


to a windmill which, if the right claimed were com- 
mensurate with the enjoyment, would involve the pre- 


side of the mill that he would never build so as serio 
to ea the sails in any wind (Webb v. Bird, 10 0. B 
268), 

We must defer to next week our reference to the 
authorities, which do not suggest even a doubt against 
the prescriptive or presumptive right to lateral support. ; 








The Right Hon. Sir Samuel Martin has presented to 
the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association a donation of £65. 

Mr. Osborne Morgan, Q.0., M.P., has given notice of 
his intention on Friday, March 29, in the House of 





Commons, “‘ To call attention to the question of 
registration and to the working of the Acts of Parlis- 
ment regulating the same; and to move for select 

| committee to inquire and report whether any and what 
steps ought to be taken to simplify and secure the title 
to land and to facilitate the transfer thereof.” 
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Rebhtews. 


ELECTIONS. 


Tas Law RELATING TO PARLIAMENTARY AND MunicipaL 
Eizcrions AND Petitions, &c. By Joun Cunninanam, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Henry Sweet. 


The law of Parliamentary elections has been the 
subject of several treatises, but Mr. Cunningham has 
ns novelty to his book by adding the law of 

municipal elections and petitions. He adopts the con- 
yenient plan of stating at the end of each chapter or 
subject the points wherein the latter law differs from the 
former, and thus saves much repetition, and brings into 
ence the distinctions between the two systems, 
matter of the book is copious and well-arranged, 
and, in general, has been carefully compiled, but we miss 
some cases we should have expected to find. Thus, under 
“Grounds of Incapacity for Election,” “Contracts with 
Government,” we do not find any reference to the import- 
2 tea tet gh Birley (17 W.R. 827, L. BR. 4 C. P. 296), 
that the Act of Geo. 3 does not apply 
= the contract has been completely executed before 
the election, although payment under it has not been 
made; and also that the Act does not apply to cases 
where the person furnishing goods does not know, and 
hasno means of knowing, fuat he is dealing with the 
Government. This subject is somewhat baldly treated 
by Mr. Cunningham; we should have been glad of 
rather more than four lines, for instance, on section 6 
of the above-mentioned statute, containing the excep- 
tion relating to contracts with incorporated companies, 
where the contract is for the benefit of the company and 
not of any individual member. The question has arisen 
whether a Government contractor who turns bis business 
into a limited company in which he holds the greater 
number of shares would be protected by this section ? 
Again, as to payments for travelling expenses, there is 
no reference to the Stroud case (2 O'M. & H. 185). 

We must not, however, be supposed to undervalue the 
general care and accuracy displayed in the work. It 
will, we believe, be found a compact and useful manual 
of the law. 

An appendix contains the statutes, rules, and forms, 
and there is a copious index. 


On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Mr. Burt 
asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
the result ‘of his investigation of the question of frauds 
by fiduciary agents, the practice of solicitors receiving a 
part of the commission from stockbrokers, auctioneers, 
life assurance offices, &c., on business introduced by 
them; and whether a Bill has been drafted by the law 
advisers of the Crown to punish briber and bribed in 
these and similar cases ; and, if so, when the Bill will be 
brought forward in the House. Mr. Cross said, I have 
consulted my hon. and learned friend the Attorney- 
General on this matter. He is of opinion that the 
— of fraud by agents deserves consideration, and 

have come to the determination to introduce a Bill on 
the subject. 


On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Sir BE. Wilmot 
wuked the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
Whether it is the intention of hor Majesty’s Government to 
Sent Grocers of criminal investigations in other dis- 

land and Wales in addition to the appointment 

sie @ for the metropolis, or whether the Govern- 
in contemplation avy other measure for the im- 
administration of criminal justice. Mr, Cross said, 

my it may be possible that certain officers of anh a 

nted throughout the country. I 
mieten the Bill of last session for the oon idation or 
the law with regard { intend also to intro. 
Bill relating to direotors of criminal investigations, 
to move that both Bille be referred to a select com- 
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Geneval Caorrespanverncee. 


“ DEFAULTING LAWYERS.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—You ask (page 365) how I arrived at. the certain 


letter D in present Law List have, some once, some twice, 
figured disereditably in the Gazette? In. connection 
with a large business, I have for many years. past sub- 
scribed to the two leading trade protection societies, be- 
sides oftentimes availing myself of other kindred sources 


the result not only are the defaulting D’s before me, but 
dates of Gazettes, assignees, and other instructive par- 
ticulars also. The: historical firm of Dodson & Fogg 
may have given the letter D an “‘ unfortunate” pre- 
eminence, but ex uno disce omnes conveys my own, idea, 
and I think, therefore, that for the credit and interest 
of the profession the whole matter should, especially 
with the opportunity of a new Bankruptcy Bill before 
the House, be promptly taken in hand. Allowing ir- 
regular bankrapts to appear side by side in the Law 
List (which I notice Mr. Munton, with Sir 
Hardinge, calls the “‘ official’’ print) with firms of well- 
known high standing, appears to me almost tantamount 
to giving them letters of marque to prey at will all 
round. When occasionally one is caught the passing 
remark is “every flock has a black sheep now and 
then in it,’ leaving the balance of the seven: per cent. to 
pursue the uneven tenor of their way much as before. 
20, Eastcheap, E.C., March 12. Heney W. Puex. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The continued interest taken by you in this 
matter encourages me to offer another instalment of 
materials for consideration. The statistics are not so 
perfect as I could wish, but you will readily understand 
the difficulty which a busy man experiences in devoting 
the requisite attention to such figures. I am not sure 
whether in some respects it might not be wiser to ignore 
certain ugly facts; but, on the whole, I think the time 
has come to look the business straight in the face. 

Since I last wrote I have counted up the exact numbers 
which I described as 800. I find that the actual adver- 
tised failures have been 371 and 459 to the end of IST6 
only (my volume of the Gazetfe for 1877 has not yet 
been completely entered up), so that we shall be 
approaching 850 or more to the present moment. 

To answer your specific question whether those failures 

occurred in regular yearly succession or at exceptional 
periods, I have had the figures taken out, and although 
I have not been able to check this particular caleulation 
myself, I have nv doubt of its substantial accuracy :— 
1862 (83), 1863 (60), 1864 (61), 1865 (59), 1866 (65), 
1867 (101), 1868 (93), 1869 (94), 1870 (16), 1871 @9, 
1872 (21), 1873 (25), 1874 (31), 1875 (34), I8Té GS 

The foregoing figures ate a real study to the initiated. 
Under the the 1861 “ deed” and “ own petition 
the numbers were alarming. When the 1969 Act was 
passed they fell, and there was fluctuation, but after 1873 
they began steadily to increase. The “ Liquidation” 
per Many in fact, got into working order, and I am mot at 
all astonished that certain members of the House want 
to see this evil dealt with in the present Bill. 

As to my own memoranda, you are aware that the 
1861 Act came into operation near the end of the year. 
I did not make anything like a regular note for the first 
two or three years, but I havea Law List for 1865 defere 
me showing notes up to 1869. By this time the figures 
had become sufficiently remarkable to induce me to have 
them recopied into a new List for the last-mentioned 
year, and I then took the opportunity of getting the back 
entries made from the (uazedies for 1862, Fees, and [8¢4, 
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All the subsequent notes have been entered in such 1869 
List (with names interlined, where necessary, as before 
stated), and I must be understood to be speaking from 
that year’s print when the context does not show it to be 
otherwise, 


Of course, as you remark, many of the defaulters 
since 1862 have either died or ceased to practise; but a 
large proportion have only conveniently ceased to take 
out their annual certificates in due time. It is a curious 
fact that when I run across an adversary of a doubtful 
and migratory character I have only to turn to my 
selected 800 for his earlier description. 

As to the number of defaulting solicitors whese names 
are actually printed in the 1877 List, I believe the figures 
are very considerably less than my totals. It would be 
a work of great labour to go through all the volumes 
since 1862 to check the printed names, but I attach quite 
as much im to names in manuscript, indeed, I 
venture to suggest that the failure of a practising solici- 
tor who has omitted to pay his certificate duty before 
1st January is quite as bad, if not worse, than for one 
who kas. Every practical man knows that the number of 
the former class is unhsppily much on the increase, and 
I hope the authorities will sooner or later devise some 
more stringent rules to meet that particular anomaly. 

City, March 13. Francis K, Munrton. 





BILLS OF COSTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The sixth edition of a work entitled ‘‘ Guide to 
the Preparation of Bills of Costs,” published by Messrs. 
Waterlow & Sons (Limited), having been reviewed in 
your issue of the 2nd of March, 1878, I beg to inform 
you that my clients, Messrs. Summerhays & Toogood, 
the compilers of a work entitled “ Precedents of Bills of 
Costs,” published by Messrs. Stevens & Sons, recently 
commenced an action against Messrs. Waterlow & Sons 
(Limited), alleging that a very large portion of the 
defendant's book had been pirated from their work, and 
thaton the 8th inst. a motion was made to the Master 
of the Bolle, on behalf of the plaintiffs, for an injunction 
restraining the sale of the defendant's book, when their 
counsel submitted to an order for a perpetual injunc- 
tion, for destruction of the pirated parte of the defend- 
ante’ work, and for payment of damages and costs. 

In the interests of my cliente I beg to request the 
favour of your ineerting this letter in an early issue of 
your journal. A. C. Bearrir, 

Solicitor to the Plaintiffs. 

9, Bush-lane, Cannon-street, London, E.C. 

March 14. 





THE LORD MAYORS COURT PROHIBITION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Siz,—Upon an application last week to set aside a 
probibition granted ex purte by Mr, Justice Field, in 
setting it aside he announced his intention not to grant 
any more prohibitions «x parte, and he expressed himself 
to be very dissatisfied with the practice now common of 
spplying for 2 prohibition upon disclosing only # portion 
A the facts, in order to gain time for defendants, 

1, Grethem Bolldings, 0.C., Mar. 14. Kowany Lez. 
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Cases of the Week. 


Lunatic—MaInTENANCE—F np 1n CourT—JURIsDICcTioy, 
—In a case of In se Marman’s Trusts, heard by the Court 
of Appeal on the 8th inst., an application was made 
guardians of the poor for the payment to them ont of a 
fund in court, standing to the credit of a person of unsound 
mind, of the sums which they had expended for his main. 
tenance in the Sussex County Lunatic Asylam during 
sixteen years past. The fand was transferred into court 
in the year 1855, and on the application of the guardiang 
an order was made by Lord Hatherley (then Vicg-Chan. 
cellor) for the payment of what had been expended for the 
past maintenance of the lunatic in an asylam at Bethnal. 
green, where he then was, and in 1856 a further order wag 
made that the lunatic should continue in the Bethnal-green 
Asylum until! further order, and, the guardians consenti 
thereto, and agreeing to maintain the lunatic in that asylum 
at the annual charge of £31, it was ordered that that sum 
should be allowed out of the fund yearly for his future 
maintenance during his life, or until further order. For 
two years this order was acted upon, the guardians applying 
for and receiving the allowance, but after that the existence 
of the order was apparently overlooked, and no further 
payments were claimed by or made to the guardians, In 
the year 1859 the lunatic (with others) was, in pursuance 
of an order of the justices, removed to the county asylum, 
where he remained until his death in 1875, being main- 
tained there at the cost of the guardians, The removal 
took place without any application to the conrt for its 
sanction. After the lunatio’s death his administrator 
petitioned for payment of the fund to him, serving the 
guardians with notice. They then claimed to be paid the 
expense of the lunatio’s past maintenance in the county 
asylam, and in support of their claim relied on the order 
of 1856. The Court of Appeal (James, Cotton, and 
Thesiger, L.JJ.), however (affirming the decision of Bacon, 
V.C.), refused the application. They said that the order 
of 1856 was conditional upon the lunatic being maintained 
in the Bethnal-green Asylum, and, by his removal to the 
county asylam, it had been practically abandoned, and 
could no longer be treated as subsisting. There was, 
therefore, no charge upon the fund in court, and a charge 
conld not be created after the lunatic’s death. The 
guardians had nothing more than a claim against the 
administrator for a debt due by the lunatic, and the court 
had no jurisdiction to interfere with the administrator's 
legal right to receive thefand. It was accordingly ordered 
to be paid out to bim. 


ComposiTion—DeEFatLt IN PAYMENT—BANKRUPTCY OF 
Destroz—Proor vor OrIGINAL DEBT —SuretTy—Notice oF 
Act oy Bawxrurtcy ‘‘ AVAILABLE voR ADJUDICATION "— 
Bawkwevurtcy Act, 1869, #6. 11, 31, 94, 95.—In a case of 
Ex parte Gilbey, decided by the Court of Appeal on the 7th 
inst., a question of some importance was raised with re, 
to the rights of creditors who have accepted a composition 
from their debtor, payable in instalments, some of which are 
guaranteed by a surety, where, after some of the instal- 
ments have been psid, the debtor commits default and is 
adjudicated a bankrupt. On the 19th of October, 1874, « 
debtor filed a liquidation petition. The creditors resolved 
to accept a composition of 76, 6d, in the pound, payable in 
threeinstalmentsof 4s,,24., and 1s. 6d, respoctively three, six 
and nine months after the registration of the reyolutions, 
the last instalment tc be guarantoed by a surety, The 
resolutions were registered on the 26th of January, 1875, 
The surety executed the guarantee of tho last instalment on 
the 21st of December, 1874, ‘The debtor paid the first in- 
stalment when it became due, but he failed to pay the 
second and third, and the surety had to pay the third, which 
became due in October, 1876, ‘Moanwhilo, the debtor had, 
on the 14th of Oetober, 1876, been adjudicated a bankrapt, 
upon « petition, presented on the let of October, 1875, bys 
creditor who was not bound by the comporition, because his 
name bad not been inserted in the debtor's statement of 
effairs, the act of bankruptcy being the non-compliance 
with a debtor's summons, The eur H tondered « proof in 
the bankroptey for the amount which ho had pald in respect 
of the third {instalment of the composition, Tho trustee re- 
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jected the proof, on the ground that, at the time when the 
debtor contracted the liability to indemnify the surety, the 
Jstter had notice of an act of bankraptcy, ‘‘ available for 
adjudication,” committed by the debtor, within the meaning 
of section 31 of the Act—viz., the filing of the liquidation 
petition. The Court of Appeal, however, held (Ex parte 
Crosbie, 26 W. R. 119, L. R. 7 Ch. Div. 123, ante, p. 70), 
that the words “ ava'lable for adjudication,” in section 31, 
mean available for the making of the actual adjudication 
ander which the proof is tendered, and that, cons uently, 
notice of an act of bankruptcy committed more t six 
months before the : re of the petitin on which 
the adjudication bad been made was no bar to the proof. 
Otherwise a creditor who had, at the time of the contracting 
of his debt, notice of an act of bankruptcy committed by his 
debtor could never prove in the bankruptcy of his debtor at 
whatever distance of time it might take place. The 
gurety’s proof was accordingly admitted. The surety then 
applied to the Court of Bankruptcy for an order directing 
trustee not to admit a proof tendered by one of the 
ereditors, who had received the first and third instalments 
of the composition, for the full amount of his original 
debt, less the amount of the two instalments which he had 
received, but only to admit the proof for such smaller 
amount and upon sach terms as should be just. The con- 
tention on the part of the surety was that those creditors 
who had received > cn Roy third instalments of the 
tion were only entitled t> prove in the bankru 
for the amount of the unpaid second insta'ment. raat 
sid that, upon the failure of the deb:or to pay the second 
instalment, the right of a creditor to enforce payment of 
the full amount of his orizinal debt did not revive ab- 
solutely, but only at the option of the creditor. The creditor 
had an election to sue for his original debt, or to ad- 
here to the composition arrangement, and, if he elected 
to take any part of the composition, he must adhere 
to the arrangement entirely. If he retained the first 
and third instalments, he could only sue the debtor 
for the second instalment, and, therefore, could only 
prove in his bankruptcy for the amonnt of that instal- 
ment. The surety Lad only entered into a contract to 
py the third insta’ment on the footing of the c-m- 
ition arrangement being carried out in ¢o¢o. Moreover, 
was said that the title of the trustee in bankraptey, 
wider section 11 of.the Act, related back beyond the time 
when the first instalment of the composition was paid, and 
that, therefore, the creditors who had received that instal- 
ment were bound to refund it to the trustee. They were 
not protected by sections 94 and 95 of the Act, since they 
had, when they received the first instalment, notice of the 
set of bankruptcy committed in the filing of the liquidation 
ition. The ratio decidendi of the decision in Br parte 
Erie, it was said, did not apply to sections 94 
aad 95, because there was the limit of twelve months 
by the relation back of the trustee's title, and there 
Wes no reason for construing the words ‘‘ available 
fir adjudication” in those sections in any o‘her than 
natural sense. The Cou:t of Appeal (games, Brett, 
aad Thesiger, L.JJ.), however, held that the words “ avail- 
able for adjudication” in sections 94 and 95 must be con- 
streed in exactly the same way as those words were construed 
& seotion 31, and must be taken to mean available for the 
making of the adjudication actuelly waxde. And, upon the 
Gher point, they held that the creditors were entitled to 
Prove for the balance of their original debts, after deducting 
Wat they had received in respect of the first and third ia- 
Salments of the composition. ‘Iho law was well settled that 
®@ere agreement to accept a composition did not amount 
® am accord and satisfaction, unless it was followed b 
mt of the composition, and that, if the debtor fail 
fay any one instalment of the composition at the 
ted time, the creditor's right to sue for his origival 
tevived, subject to this, that he must give credit for 
what he had actually received under the composition, whether 
fem the debtor or from a surety. The eurety must be 
taken to have contracted with a knowledge of this settled 
be, and it could not be said that his contract had been in 
"FP way altered by what had taken pee. So long as the 
it for what they had reveived fom the 
mmty he had no right to complain; the consideration for 


 Meeontract was not alfeoted. If, indeed, tho question could 
| Remalned at all, it should be raised in the form of an appli- 


Sion by the surety to recover back from the creditore who 








sought to prove the amount which he had paid to them; 
he could not be entitled to prevent them from prov- 
ing in the bankruptcy. And, if they were entitled to 
prove, it was competent to them to say, We have received 
payments on account of our debts for which we are willi 
to give eredit; 80 that the application was in effect an 
applica'ion to prevent them from doing that. The surety 
could not, therefore, have a right to receive back what he 
had paid, and, @ fortiori, he no right to prevent the 
creditors from proving. 


Company — VoLuntary Winpixe-uP—DissoLrtion OF 
Companyr—Svussequent JugispicTion oF CouRgT To MAKE 
Winpinec-up Orper—Companizs Act, 1862, sections 132, 
142, 143, 145, 146.—In a case of In re The Pinto Sileer 
Mining Company, decided by the Court of Appeal on the 
12th inst., the question was raised whether, after the com- 
pletion of the volantary winding-up of a company under 
the Act of 1862, and the expiration of the three months 
mentioned in section 143 from the date of the registration 
of the return made by the liquidators to the Registrar 
Joint Stock Companies of the holding of the final meeting 
under the liquidation (on the expiration of which period of 


ms 


to make a compulsory winding-up order on the petition of 
@ creditor whose debt has not in fact been paid. It was 
not actually necessary to decide the point in the 
case, inasmuch as the court (James, Cotton, and ° 
L.JJ.) held, upon the evidence, that the petitioner had 
assented to what had been done in the voluntary 
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out that a voluntary winding-up has 
equally with a winding-up by the court; 
tection is given to all the creditors by the 
sections 132, 136, 137, and 142 of the Act; 
greatest inconveniences would result if it 
the proceedings in a voluntary winding- 
opened after a lapse of years. 
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Wirit—AccuMuLaTions—Tssiieusson Act (39 & 40 Gzo. 
3, c. 98)—Anriciparion oF Exzoruest BY Lacatss—In a 
case of Weatherall v. Therdurgh, decided by the Coart of 
Appeal on the 11th inst., a question arose whether sccama- 
lations of income, which a testator had directed 
period of twenty-one years allowed by the Thellusson 
were disposed of by his will. The testator, whe died 
the 16th of April, 1852, by his will, gave real estate 
trustees, upon trust for his wife for her life or until 
next marriage, and, in case she should marry 
upon certain trusts thereinafter directed during 
and, after her death, to the useof M., in fee. And he 


Kos he 


Hdd 


the residue of his personal estate to the same trustees, 
upon trust for conversion and & of bis debss and 
certain pecuniary legacies, and to the remainder upon 


trust to pay the income to his wife during ber i 


bat, if she should marry again, then he directed his 
trastees to pay her, out of the rents of the real estate and 
the income of the residuary estat, an annuity of 
£500 for her life, and daring her life te accumalate the 
surplus income, and after ber he directed that the trasé 


moneye, surplus reats, and the accamalationa of interest 
thereon abould (after the ment of other legacies) be 
id to M. The testator’s widow married again in 1SR4 
ere was a conaiderable surplus income after b 
for the payment of the annuity of £500 to her She lived be- 
yond the termination of the period of tweaty-one years from 
the death of the testator, and the trustee thea inatitated 
ae action for the execution of the treats of the wil, with 
the view of determining i 


Saundere ¥. Fuadier (Cr, & PR. BO); Rendyn ws ae 
. 63), and Mudie ¥ Mesierman G9 W. RK 
RB. 12 Ry. 589), be was entitled, on the expizadivn of the 
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twenty-one years, to claim an immediate payment of every- 

i d that which was necessary to provide for the 
annnity and the legacies bequeathed by the will. Hall, 
V., following Talbot v. Jevers (23 W. BR. 741, L. BR. 20 
Eq. 255), held that the surplus income, after the expiration 
of the twenty-one years was undisposed of, and this deci- 
sion was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, Cotton, 
and Thesiger, L.JJ.). They said that the will must be 
construed as if the Thellusson Act had not been passed, 
and the result was that M. was not entitled to call for an 
immediate payment. He was only a legatee of the 
surplus at the death of the widow. 








Sucieties, 


SOLICITORS BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual moothly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday last, March 13, the following 
directors being present :—Mr. Edwin Hedger (in the chair), 
Messrs. Asker (of Norwich), Burton, Rickman, Roscoe, 
Smith, Styan, and Torr (Mr. Eiffe, secretary). A sum of 
£250 was distributed in grants of assistance; a donation 
of £65 to the funds of the association was announced from 
the Right Hon. Sir Samuel Martin; thirty-five gentlemen 
were admitted members of the association, and other 
general business was transacted. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society held on Tuesday evening, 
the 12th inst., Mr. J. E. Stevens in the chair, the question 
appointed for debate was, ‘‘Is war a necessary element in 
the economy of nations?” Mr. J. W. Mills opened the dis- 
cussion and supported the affirmative, and was followed by 
Mr. 8. Morse, and Mr. Trenchard on the same side. After 
the conclusion of the debate, in which the negative found 
but few supporters, the question, on being put to the 
a was decided by the majority of votes in the 
a ative. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The society reenmed its meetings at the Law Institution 
on Monday, the 11th inst., when the following legal moot 
was discussed :-—‘‘ Does the Mortmain Act apply to the 
debentare stock of a railway company raised under the 
Companies Clauses Act, 18637’ Mr. W.C. Owen opened 
the debate for Mr. Shirley Shirley in the affirmative. Mr. 
Stuart Wortley opposed, and was followed by Mr. Gatey 
and other . The chairman having put the ques- 
tion to the vote, the meeting decided in favour of the 
negative. 

Mr. E. H. Qaick presided over a meeting held at 
Clement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday, the 13th inst., to discuss 
the ition: —‘‘ That the franchise, as enjoyed at 
men, should be extended to all women not being 
under disability.” Mr. W. C. Owen, in an able speech, 
opened the affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. 
Spokes, Rabinstein, Rawlings, and others. The ite 
view was maintaised by Messrs. Havergal, Kelxe, 4 
and Kaine Jackson. A large nomber of members were 
pig we utes a lively interest in the debate, and 
on i ing put to the it was negatived 
by « majority of ten. 9 _ 


i 


mare 


LEEDS LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


A mesting of thia society wan held last Monday, when 
Mr. T. B. West, barrister-at-law, presided. Tho question 
for Gisenstion wea “Can & voluntary conveyance to a 
avoided by & subsequent sole for value,’ 
. H. Hephenson supported in the affirmative and 
Wright in the negative. The subject is almost 
eatme’y (100 from eathorities, the only two at all bearing 
costo palettes. General ¥. Corgoration of News 
cadle (5 Boer. ond Tyre v. Corporatton of O 

and tt bed, therefore, to be argued almost 





solely with reference to the statutes 27 Eliz. c. 4, and9 
Geo. 2,¢. 36. After the chairman had summed up, the 
question was put to the meeting and decided in the 

tive by a majority of two votes. A vote of thanks to 
chairman concluded the meeting. 


eee 


LEEDS INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following is the report of this society, which wag 
adopted at the recent annual meeting :— 

Members. —Mr. John Bulmer has withdrawn from the 
society during the present year; one member, Mr. John 
Tuer Hepworth, is dead. The committee cannot but re. 

et that the connection which has so i Saseapane between 

r. Bulmer and the society should now have ceased, Mr, 
Bulmer joined the society in the year 1841, and was its 
Honorary Secretary from the 2nd of October, 1866, to the 
27th of January, 1871. The present number of members 
is 54. 

Accounts—The treasurer’s accounts for the year have 
been audited by the committee. The balance in favour of 
the society on the general account is £313 11s. 9d., and on 
the library account £157 19s. 9d. 

Law Library.—Several new treatises have been added to 
the library, at a cost of £50, and a large number of books have 
been re-bound during the year, at a cost of £115 11s. 10d,; 
stationery cases and writing materials have also been placed 
in the library. A catalogue is now in theprinter’s h and 
will shortly be issued to members. The committee 
to apply the balance of about £100 standing to the credit of 
the Ther account to the completion of the reports, which 
are in many instances defective, and to other library pur- 

They also suggest that an attempt be made to 
a complete collection of local Acts of Parliament. As 
many of them are out of print, they hope that members 
ssing more than one copy of such Acts will aid them 

y presenting to the library any copies in their possession of 
which they possess duplicates. 

Preliminary Examination.—The rule passed at the last 
general meeting that a memorial for dispensing with the 
preliminary examination should be first submitted to and 
approved of by the committee, before signature by mem- 
bers, has been acted on in two cases during the year. In 
one case the committee approved the memorial, in the other 
they declined to do so. 

ork Probate Registry.-Your committee having learned 
that the President of the Probate Division of the High 
Court of Justice contemplated the removal to London of 
the contents of the Registries of the Archbishop of York, 
on the ground that no suitable place existed at York for 
their safe custody, a memorial was addressed to the com- 
missionersof the Treasury, praying for the construction at 
York of a District Probate Registry, with suitable rooms 
for the safe custcdy of the archives of the registries of the 
Archbishop of York. This step was taken at the instance 
of the council of the Yorkshire Archwological see ry 
whose efforts an influential deputation was brought 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Wilson, a member of 
the commit formed part of this deputation. Your 
somenreens understand that the matter is under co 
t 

High Court of Justice (Costs) Bill. 

Forfeiture Relief Bill. 

Petitions in favour of these two Bills, were presented to 
Parliament, but the bills were withdrawn. 

Conditions in Fire Policies as to Contribution.—Attention 
was called in thelast report to the condition now almost in- 
variably inserted in fire policies limiting the liability of 
the insurers to rateable proportion of the loss where 
is any other subsisting insurance covering the ia. 
sured. It was pointed out that, in the case of a first and 
second mortgagee insuring the same property, great 
injustice t ariee from the application of rule. 

condition in question bas been svoenty Glansatet and 
criticised by the Court of Appeal, in case of the 
North British and Mercantile Insurance Company % 
London, Liverpool, and Globe Inaurance Company (L. Buy 
Ch. Div, Vol. V., p. 660), The Master.of the Rolls, is 
ving jud in the original suit, gaid, “ They (the 
ramers of the conditions) had in view, I imagine, 
and simply the case of person insuring his own absolute 
property, ‘Tho case of « person having a mited interest 
property does not seem to have presented itself to their 
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minds ; if it had, it would, I think, have been separately 
gnd differently provided for. The word ‘property,’ as 
in several of the conditions, means, not the actual 
chattels, but the interest assured therein. What is the 
meaning of the words ‘covering the same property,’ in 
the 9th condition? Theycannot mean the actual chattel. 
The most absurd consequences would follow if you read 
those words in that sense. I am satisfied that this con- 
dition was put in to apply to cases where it is the eame 
that is the subject matter of the insurance, and 
interests are the same. Itcould never have been meant 
to app! , for example, to the cases of a tenant for life and 
Thine, or a first mortgagee and second mortgagee, 
poth insuring the same goods. You must read the condi- 
tion in a sensible way, and not assume that these great 
companies intended to entrap their policy holders, and t> 
destroy the value of the contract of indemnity by reason of 
the accidental contract of somebody else, which had no 
gonnection with the subject matter of the contract, or with 
the price paid for the insurance, and sol hold. It does 
not appear to me to be creditable to the contracting parties 
to think that they intended to do anything so absurd as 
gould be the result of my holding otherwise, although I 
admit that the words are not so clear as they might be, and 
although it does compel me to put a different meaning on 
the same word in different parts of the instrument. I 
think it my duty to make the instrument rational, ani 
to make it a contract such as persons in the city of London 
would be likely to enter into, and not one which would be 
an utter absurdity.” 

On this decision being appealed, Mellish, L. J., said :— 
“Tcan see no reason why the principles in respect of con- 
tribution should not be exactly the same in respect of fire 
sare as they are in respect of marine policies; and I 

ink if the same persons in respect of the same right in- 
sure in two offices, there is no reason why they should not 
contribute in equal proportions in respect of a fire policy 
as they would in the case of a marine policy. The rule is 
perfectly established in the case of a marine policy, that 
contribution only applies where it isan insurance by the 
mme person having the same rights, and does not apply 
where different persons insure in respect of different rights. 






































persons insure the same property in respect of their differ- 
ant rights they may be divided into two classes ; it may be 
that the interest of the two between them makes up the 
whole property, as in the case of a tenant for life and re- 
mainderman. Then, if each insures, although they may 
we words apparently insuring the whole property, yet 
they would recover from their respective insurance com- 
ies the value of their own interests, and, of course, 
values added together would make up the value of 

the whole property ; therefore it would not be a case either 
@ subrogation or contribution, because the loss would be 










Property; but then there may be cases where, although 
two different persons insured in respect of different rights 
@chof them can recover the whole, as in the case of a 
ver ped and mortgagee. But, whenever that is the case 
will necessarily follow that one of these two has a remedy 
@rr against the other, because the same property cannot in 
belong at the same time to two different persons. 
of them may have an interest which entitles him to 
tare for the full value, because, in certain events—for in- 
if the other person became insolvent—it may be he 
Weald lose the full value of the property, and, therefore, 
Weld have, inlaw, an insurable interest ; but yet it must 
Bhat if each recover the full value of the property from 
te tespective offices with whom they insure, one office 
Mathave a remedy against the other. I think, whenever 
Gat is the cage, the company which has insured the person 
Wo has the remedy over succeeds to his right of remedy 
e, and then it is a case of subrogation.” 

Two Bills dealing with the Law of Bank- 
have been before Parlixment this session ; one in- 
in the House of Lords by the Lord Chanoellor, en- 
“An Act to Gonsolidate and Amend the Law of 
Setetcy, and for other purposes;"’ the other intro- 
Seed in the House of Commons by Mr, Sampson Lloyd 
ethers, at the instance of the Associated Chambers of 






































































The reason of that is obvious enough. Where different | 


divided between the two companies, in proportion to the | 
interests which the respective persons assured had in the | 
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your committee. The Government Bill proposed a sub 
stantially new and much more complicated mode of obtain- 
ing an adjudication in bankruptcy, with different 
pgm in ibe case = a trader and a non-trader. Petitions 

cr arrangement by liquidation or composition were 
abolished. and the cas af arrangement as they existed 
under the Acts of 1861 and 1868, with some modifications, 
were revived in their stead. Numerous other alterations 
were proposed ; and although much of the present Act was 
incorporated, yet the Bill was, to all intents and parposes, 
a new law, which would have required to be developed and 
explained bya new series of decisions in thecourts. The 
Bill of the Chambers of Commerce, on the other hand, was 
confined to desling, by way of amendment, with the prin- 
cipal defects which experience has revealed in the Act of 
1869. It became apparent towards the middle of the ses- 
sion that neither Bill would be pressed forward. Mr. 
Lloyd’s Bill, indeed, was avowedly introduced merely for 
the purpose of eliciting discussion outside Parliament on its 
provisions. As between these two Bills, your committee 
prefer the simpler and Jess ambitious one of the Chambers 
of Commerce. It may well be doubted whether any legis. 
lation will secure the end which the commercial werld have 
in view—the cheap and honest management of bankrupts’ 
estates without the direct supervision of the creditors ; but 
of the inexpediency of consolidating and amending the 
bankrupt law every eight or ten years there can be no doubt. 
During the last thirty years, three distinct experiments of 
the kind have been made, each fruitful in litigation ; each 
in some particular an improvement on the previous law; 
but each with its own special weakness. It would be diffi- 
cult to say whether the consolidation of 1869 was or was 
not an improvement on that of 1849, or whether the Bill of 
1877 would have been better or worse chan either; but any 
probable advantage would be dearly purchased by the un- 
settlement of established rules, and by the enormous cost 
of a fresh set of decisions to settle the new practice. 

Winter Assizes.—In June last, the society was reques 
Ly the Leeds Chamber of Commerce to co-operate with 
them and the Leeds Corporation in the endeavour to obtain 
a Winter Assize of Nisi Prius, and a Winter Commission of 
Oyer and Terminer for the North Eastern Circuit at Leeds, 
in addition to the usual Commission of General Gaol De- 
| livery, The committee thereupon took immediatesteps to 
obtain such information as might usefully sapport the 
application, and it also communicated with the various law 
societies on the North Eastern Circuit. The law societies 
of Bradford, Hull, Newcastle, Seffield, and Sunderland all 
concurred in the expediency of the proposal, and gave their 
active assistauce towards carrying it out. On the 7th of 
June,a deputation from the society, consisting of Messrs, 
Kay, Marsha'l, Middleton, and Walker, accompanied by 
Mr. Henry Nelson, joined a numerous deputation of mem- 
bers of Parliament, representatives of various corporations, 
law societies, and chambers of commerce, to the Home 
Secretary. The points pressed upon him were the grave 
' inconveniences to suitors arising from the want ef a coart 
in the county for the trial of civil cases in the interval 
between August and March, and the injustice occasioned to 
accused persons on bail for want of trial during the same 
interval. 

Qa the 28th of June,a similar and equally influential 
deputation, from the principal towns and pabtic bodies on 
the Nerth Eastern Circait, attended before the Lord 
Chancellor. The society was represented on that occasion 
by Messrs. Henry Nelson, Marshall, aad Walker. The 
Lord Chanceller’s attention was pointedly called to the 
necessity of . providing for a fall winter assize at Leeds 
The facts relied om were in substance these >—That the 
county of Lancaster has three fall assizes ducing the pear, 
both at Manchester and Liverpool ; the Metropelitam dis- 
trict has monthly sittings af the Central Criminal Coart, 
and sittings im and alter term for the dispateh of civil 
cases ; that the district comprised ie the North Bastera 
Cirouit, with a population greater thar that ef Lancashire, 
avd nearly as great as that of the Metropolitan district, has 
only two full assizes ducing the year; that the rsalt of 
this is, as regards scoesed persons on bail, that chep mag 
have to wait from July to March far wial; aad as regands 
parties to civil actions, that, ia pressing cases, they are 
obliged to go for trial to Lancashire or Middkaax; on, if 
they ahould be unwilling to inour this expense they either 











a 
= and limited to the object of amending the 
toy Act of 1869, Both Bills were considered by 






refer or submit te the inceareaience ef eight i delay 





394 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


March 1f, 1878, 





= 





His lordship, in promising attention to the representations 
of so large a body of persons interested, pointed out that 
the time of the judges was already fully occupied, and that 
it would be impossible to make the necessary arrangements 
without their concurrence. He further intimated that, if 
precise information as to the number of cases which would 
be tried at Leeds could be furnished, the Government weuld 
be better able to decide on the necessity of acceding to 
the request made. Acting on this suggestion, a circular 
was prepared and issued by your committee to every 
solicitor in the North Festern Circuit, with the object of 
ascertaining, if possible, the number of cases which would 
have been tried at Leeds had there been a Winter Assize of 
Nisi Prius, or which were referred or disposed of without 
trial owing to the want of such winter assize. The in- 
quiry was made of 1,038 solicitors, and 162 replies were 
received. From them it appeared that, in 55 cases, trials 
were held elsewhere than at Leeds, which would have been 
held at Leeds had there been the opportunity of trying 
them in the winter; that 36 cases were, for want of such 
opportunity, referred or disposed of without trial which 
would otherwise have gone to trial. Whilst these inquiries 
were being carried on the Home Sevretary introduceia 
Bill to extend the provisions of the “‘ Winter Assize Act, 
1876,” and this Bill has now become law, under the title 
of the ‘* Winter Assize Act, 1877 ” (40 & 41 Vict. c., 46), 

The expression, ‘* Winter Assize,”’ as defined in the Act 
of 1866, means—‘‘any Court of Assize, or any Sessions of 
Oyer and Terminer, or Gaol Delivery,’ and the Act gives 
power by order in council to unite counties for the purpose 
of winter assizes, and to appoint places at which such 
assizes might be held. The objects of the representations 
to the Home Secretary and the Lord Chancellor was to ob- 
tain an order in council under the powers of the Winter 
Assize Act, 1876, for the holding of a Court of Assize and 
a Sessions of Oyerand Trrminer at Leeds, in addition to 
the Gacl Delivery in December. No fresh legislation was 
needed forthis purpose, but the sudden introduction of a 
Bill by the Home Secretary, so soon after his attention had 
been called tothe inconvenience experienced under the 
existing order of things, led to the inference that those 
inconveniences were recognized and were abont to be re- 
medied. Al], however, that the new Act does is to add the 
months of September and October to the mouths of No- 
vember, December, and January, and its only practical 
effect hitherto has been toclear the gaols acouple of months 
earlier than usual. This cannot be regarded as a satisfactory 
settlement of the matter. 

Law Institute—A member of the society having urged 
the committee to consider whether it would be possibie to 
form a law institute, in which the law society’s offices 
and the law library might be placed, and a eale-room 
provided, this matter was considered accordingly. The 
committee were of opinion that the acquisition of suitable 
buildings for the above purposes wou!d bean advantage to 
solicitors practising in Leeds. A sub-committee was ap- 
pointed to report on the matter, but their report has not 
yet been presented. 


ASSOCIATION FOR THE REFORM AND CODI. 
FICATION OF THE LAW OF NATIONS. 


The report of the fifth annual conference held at Antwerp, 
last year, has been issued, to which are prefaced the following 
remarks :—The fifth annual conference of the association 
was held at Antwerp on the 30th and 31st of August «nd 
the ist and 3rd of September, 1877. The high expectations 
raised by the success of the Bremen meeting were more than 
realized, The attendance was considerably larger, and the 
assembly more ly representative, than on any 
previous occasion. In 1876-7 the rales of general average 
were the subject upon which the association bestowed the 
greatest attention. The views of the parties interested were 
elicited both by means of circulars issued from the principal 
Afice and throvgh the exertions of the local committees, 
The York rules ed the pain “ws which were framed 
the able repor's of the German, inavian, and American 
branches, pa which, afterwards, the discussion was 
conducted at Antwerp. At the conference the momentous 
questions at issue were debated during three days in a very 

ull committee of ship-owners, merebants, delegates from 
atabers of wmmerce, underwriters, average aijuters, and 
urists, the result being ‘‘ The York and Antwerp Rules.” 





Since the conference strenuons efforts have everywhere been 
made by numerous influential bodies to promote the genera} 
adoption of those rules, in some countries by the introduc. 
tion of new clauses in bills of lading, charter-parties, and 
policies of marine insurance, in others by way of le islative 
enactment. The ‘‘ Principles for an International Law to 
govern Bills of Exchange,” adopted at Bremen, were sapple- 
mented at the Antwerp Conference by the addition of five 
new articles, Important reports were presented to the. 
conference by the International Patent Law and Copyright 
Committees. Some highly interestiog papers upon matters 
of Public International Law were read at the conference, 
The next conference will be beld et Fianktort-on-the- Main, 
and the session will begin about the 20th of August, 1878, 








Obituarp. 


SIR JAMES CARTER. 


S‘r James Carter, xnight, many years Chief Justice o 
the Colony of New Brunswick, died at his residence, Morti- 
mer Lidge, near Reading, on the 10th inst. Sir J. Carter 
was the son of Mr. James Carter, of Po:tsmouth, where he 
was born in 1804. He was educated at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, and was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in the year 1832. He practised on the Western Circuit and 
Hampshire Sessions, and in 1834 he was appointed puisne 
judge of the Supreme Court of New Brunswick. He held 
that post till 1851, when he became Chief Justice of the. 
colony. In 1859 he received the hononr of knighthood, and 
in 1865 he retired on w pension. Sir J. Carter was married 
to a daughter of the late Archde icon Coster, New Brunswick, 
but he had been for several years a widower. 


MR. JOHN BERRY TORR, Q.C. 


Mr. John Berry Torr, QC., died at his residence 
Addison-road, Kensington, on the 9th inst., after 
a long illness, Mr. To:r was born in 1816, and was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term 
1850, when he became a member of the Northern Circuit 
and the Manchester and Salford Sessions. He became a 
Queen’s Connsel in 1872, and he was elected a bencher of 
the Middle Temple in 1874. Mr. Torr bad a good share of 
circuit business (both before and after obtaining a silk 
gown), especially at Manchester. He was a good speaker, 
and bad a reputation as a sound criminal lawyer. His. 
death was caused by cancer of the stomach, which had 
caused him much suffering, and for some time past he had 
been unable to attend to pro‘essional work. 


DR. JOHN GEORGE MIDDLETON. 


Dr. John George Middleton, advocate, of Doctors’ Com- 
mons, died at his residence, Marine Lodge, Southend, on 
the 6th inst. Dr. Middleton was born in 1817, and was 
educated at St. John’s College, Cambridge, where be 
graduated as a senior optime in 1840, and he subsequently 
proceeded to the degree of LL.D. He was admitted @ 
member of the College of Doctors of the Law, and had for 
several years a fair practice before the various courts in 
Doctors’ Commons. Since the Probate and Divorce Ac's 
of 1857 he bad practised in probate and divorce cases, 4 
also before the Arches and Consistory Court. Dr. Middleton 
was one of the few remaining practitioners among the 
Dectors’ Commons advocates, and he was at the time of his 
death the steward of that body. He had had a long 
experience as a law reporter, and he had for several years 
furnished the probate and divorce cases for the Law Reports. 
His health hud for many months been failing, but he con- 
tinued to discharge his duties as a reporter till within three 
weeks of his death. Dr. Middleton was the brother of Mr. 
Charles John Middleton, the senior registrar of the Cen 
Probate and Divorce Registry of the High Court of Justice. 





The Albany Law Journal states that a bill prohibiting the 
use of incendiary language at public meetings waa rceent 
introduced in the Legisl :ture. 
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THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ON THE 
BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


In moving the second reading of this Bill in the House 
of Commons on Monday evening the Attorney-General 
ssid :—The Commissioners appointed to inquire into the 
working of the Act of 1869 brought their own practical 
experience to bear on the qu ation, and sought assistance 
from all sourees from which they were likely to derive 
information of importance. They made a joint report in 
July, 1875, but the Comptroller in Bankruptcy, who on 
some points took a somewhat different view from his 
collesgues, though in the main he agreed with them, made 
a separate report, which was sent in some months after- 
wards. The Bill which the Lord Chancellor introduced 
into the other House in 1876 and 1877, and which he was 
now about to ask this House to read a second time, was 
substantially founded on the suggestions contained in those 
reports. The commissioners found that the complaints 
made against the working of the Act of 1869 were in the 
main well-founded. He would now briefly state the causes 
which led to the defects in that Act. In the first place it 
was unjost toa great extent to honest debtors who had 
fallen into misfortune, but who had been straightforward 
in their commercial dealings, and too high-minded to resort 
toany unscrupulous tricks. This injustice arose from the 
circumstance that, under the present law, if there 
were a petition in bankruptcy against a man, he was 
adjudicated a bankrupt at once, and before an opportunity 
was given to his oreditors of investigating his affairs 
thoroughly. Although he might ultimately be dealt with 
very leniently, yet the indelible stain of bankruptcy had 
been attached to his name; and to a sensitive man the 
stain of bankruptcy was a source of grievous annoyance. 
The present Bill proposed to remedy this evil. It would 
enact that the first result of a petition in bankruptcy should 
be to vest the property of the vebtor and to secure it for the 
benefit of the creditors. Thus the affuirs and conduct of the 
debtor might be thoroughly investigated, and an order 
for adjudication in bankruptcy might in the first 
instance be provisional only. It did not necessarily follow 
that there would be any adjudication in bankruptcy at all. 
The property having been vested in trustees for the benefit 
of the creditors, it would depend upon the opinion which 
they might form of his conduct whether the debtor would 
be discharged without further proceedings, or his affairs 
wound up under a deed of arrangement, or a oom- 
position accepted. The next defect in the present law 
arose under the operation of section 125 of the Act of 1869. 
The Bill would do away with liquidations by arrangement 
as carried on under the Aot of 1869 ; but it wonuld still be 
possible by the provisions inserted in the Bill to carry out 
any honest arrangement which creditors might desire to 
come to with their debtors and to arrange by liquidation 
of another sort. This would be done by reference to pro- 
visional orders, when on a petition against a debtor or a 
petition of a debtor against himself there was a meeting of 
creditors, The bankruptcy proceeding would go on by 
liquidation under arrangement, but the liquidation under 
arrangement would be essentially different from that under 
the Act of 1869, for the application for the provisional 
order which must precede it must be made to a court in 
the place where the debtor resided and most of his debts 
were coniracted. The creditors might, therefore, be in- 
duced to attend. The Bill had also this important provi- 
sion—that the trustee should not be appointed by the 
votes of creditors and proxies, as now, but by the commit- 
tee of inspection, composed of creditors only. Proxies 
Would, therefore, not have the same influence they had in 
liquidations under the present law. If he could, he would 
get rid of proxies altogether. It was impossible entirely 
to get rid of proxies; creditors would not be satisfied 
if they were abolished ; and all that could be done was 
to render the action of proxies as little harmful as 
possible. If administration were p'aced in the hands of 
trustees who really represented the creditors, there would be 
some chance that estates would be well adminis‘ored. The 
accounts of the trustees were to be subjected to audit ia all 
cases, eo that any extravagance would fall upon them, and 
certain limitations were placed upon the charges they could 
make. To remody the abuses that arose under the power of 
majorities to bind minorities, it was provided that deeds to 





be binding on minorities should, within a specified time, 
be filed in the court, where there should also be deposited a 
complete list of debts and assets, and before the deed could 
be provisionally binding it was to be assented to by three- 
fourths in value of the creditors, who were required to give 
their assent in their own handwriting without the interven- 
tion of proxies. This was not to be binding until it was 
confirmed by the court, and the minority would have op- 
portunity to show cause why if should not be confirmed at 
all. 





THE GROUPING OF COUNTIES FOR 
ASSIZE PURPOSES. 


Ar the Cumberland Assizes on Wednesday, Lord Justice 
Brett told the grand jury that he should be glad to receive 
counsel from them, if tuey had formed any opinion upon 
the subject, as to thesys‘em of group‘ng counties for assize 
purposes. It lightened the labour of judges if prisoners 
were sent to one place; it increased the duties of high 
sheriffs of counties into which prisoners were taken, and 
lightened those of high sheriffs of counties from which the 
prisoners were taken. But judges and high sheriffs were 
persons whose positions required them to make sacrifices, 
and he did not attach much importance t> either one or the 
other. It was more with regard to juries and prisoners that 
he wanted couns:l. What was the position of the grand 
jurymen of the county to which the prisoners from several 
counties were taken? If counties were grouped it would 
seem that the smaller counties must go to the larger, ani if 
Cumberland prisoners were always taken into Lancashire 
what would be the position of the graad jury? How long 
would they hace to sit? What duties would they have to 
perform ? Should they be undertaken by them for one, or 
two, or three, or four circuits in the yeir, for there 
might be four before long? ‘Then, with regari to 
the petty jury, what must be their position if 
they had to try the prisoners of several counties ? 
With regard to prisoners— most important of all 
—how wou'd it work with regard to them if they 
had a defence to make and witnesses to call? What 
was the view of the grand jury as to the burden apoa 
them? Or, supposing prisoners could not call witaesses 
for their defence, but could call witne:ses as to character, 
what would be their position? Jf tried in their own county, 
they might be-able to call persons who were actually stand- 
ing in court at the time as witnesses as tc character. Thea, 
with regard to another point, when a prisoner was acquitt-d 
he was discharged in court. What would be the positioa 
of a female prisoner from Carlisle discharged in Manchester 
and allowed to walk out of court? When a prisoner was 
tried out of his own county £20 could be ordered for his 
defence. What would be the result if this became generally 
known? Would it influence certain solicitors? There 
were a few who would make it their busiuess that every 
prisoner should be defended, or, at all events, that £20 
should be paid for every prisoner. Then, with regard 
to the expense to the country, he should like that con- 
sidered. Was that expense very much increased or not? 
He did not press for an opinion, but if the grand jary 
had formed an opinion, or if upon consideration they 
did form one, it would be valuable if they would express it. 

The grand jury, at the conclusion of their labours, made 
the following presentment through their foreman, Mr. 
Isaac Fietcher, M.P.:—‘‘The grand jury, having con- 
sidered the points submitted to them by your lordship, 
desire to express their unanimous opinion that it will be 
to the better administration of justice aud be an advantage 
to the county in general if the former practice were re- 
sorted to of trying the whole of the prisoners at Carlisle. 
Their reasons for adopting the resolution are:—i. The 
greatly-inoreased pecuniary burden of haviug prisoners 
tried at any other assize town. 2. The miscarriage of 
jastioe which may arise from the diflicalty or impossibility 
of taking necessary witnesses so great a distance from 
home. 3. The benefit to a community which arises from 
the conviction and punishment of orime ja the district in 
which it is committed.”—His lordship asked if the grand 
jury meant, in speaking of the dificalty of ing wit- 
nesses to Manchester, those who might be called up to give 
evidence for the prosecution as well as for the prisoner. 
Mr, Fletcher: Yee,—His lordship: Your representation 
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will be very valuable for the consideration of the Govern- 
ment, and of course it will be laid before them.—Mr. 
Fletcher: I may say that I believe that all the magistrates 
of this county are quite unanimous in the conclusion at 
which the grand jury have arrived. 








Zeqal Pews. 


An additional candidate for the office of common serjeant 
is Captain Bedford Pim, M.P. 

The death is announced of the Right Hon. Sir W. Gibson 
Craig, of Riccarton, Lord Clerk Register and Keeper of the 
Signet of Scotland. 


On Monday, in reply to Dr. Kenealy, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said the Government were very anxious to 
bring on the Bar Discipline and Education Bill during the 
present session. 

On Monday, in the House of Commons, in answer to Mr. 
Coope, Mr. Gerard Noel said he had given instructions for 
the preparation of a report upon the ventilation of the law 
courts and police courts in the metropolis. 


In a case tried at Lewes, on Saturday, the jury hesitated 
a long time, and then, on returning a verdict of guilty, re- 
commended the prisoner to mercy. The Lord Chief Justice 
said, “Gentlemen, that is a recommendation I cannot pos- 
sibly listen to. The prisoner has committed a serious 
crime in circumstances of great aggravation, and there are 
no extenuating circumstances whatever to afford ground 
for such a recommendation.”” The trial having lasted all 
day, from the early part of the morning until a late hour 
in the evening, the jury desired to be discharged from 
further attendance. The Lord Chief Justice.—By all 
means, gentlemen. A jury who could hesitate so long in 
60 clear @ case and then recommend the criminal to mercy 
without any ground whatever must be a jury with whose 
services I should be most anxious to dispense, so I have the 
greatest pleasure in discharging you. 

At the Illinois State Bar Association dinner, says the 
Central Law Journal, Judge Gillespie, one of the few 
living lawyers who went on circuit with Lincoln, Douglas, 
and the other pioneers of the Illinois bar, gave some inter- 
resting reminiscences of those times. The people used to 
crowd the court-houses to watch the giants of the profes- 
sion contend against each other. The only books to which 
the lawyers had access in the early days were elementary. 
So little was known of reports, that Adolphus Hubbard 
convinced a jury that Jchnson, from whose reports David 

had quoted, was a clock pedlar who had perambu- 
lated the country gathering up idle rumours, traditions, and 
current reports, and published them in a book, which got 
the name of Johnson's Reports. Hubbard asked the jury 
bow Mr. tang Aaa o ask es to — Johnson’s Re- 
porte, when they would scarcely believe reports got{ u 
in the same teuheed Hubbard, of poh. gained he 
cause before the jury. 


On Friday the Master of Faculties, Lord Penzance, held 
@ court at the House of Lords, when application was 
made for the admission of notaries for the city and port of 
Gloucester, where mercantile business had yearly increased. 
Four notaries were appointed in 1862, and two only were 
now is practice. Several applicauts came forward with 
memorials and testimonials, and were represented by Mr. 
Jeune, Mr. Pritchard, Dr. Phillimore, Mr. Green, and Mr. 
Sutton ; Mr. Bayford opposed the application on behalf of 
the two practising notaries. Lord Seaae after hearing 
the learned counsel on bebalf of the several gentlemen, 
end Mr. Bayford in opposition, expressed Fiieself of 
rags that the applicants for whom Mr. Jeune and Mr. 

cen @ ed—namely, Mr. Jones and Mr. Franklin— 
should appointed, as he considered that four notaries 
should be in practice in Gloucester. His lordship directed 
that these two gentlemen should be admitted. 


In 2 case heard on Tuesday at the Bradford County Court, 
Mr. Daniel, Q.C., judge, said:—This case justifies me in 
making an observation with regard to trustecs. I under- 
stand fromthe registrar that, in cases in which there are 


trustees in bankruptcy, it is the common practice not to 





require them to give any security ; I understand that they 
are simply required to pay the proceeds into a bank to a 
separate account, and that this is considered sufficient, 
That is the act of the creditors. If the court had any juris. 
diction or any power of interference, it would in! 

some check upon any trustee, however respectable he might 
be, either a check in the form of security for the due 
formance of the duties of his office—which should be in 
proportion to the amount and value of the estate he was 
likely to receive—or at all events this protection, that the 
moneys should not be paid out upon his cheque, but upona 
cheque countersigned by one or more of the committee of 
inspection. I mention this because it does seem to me 
that more care should be exercised, for I understand that this 
man, Kemp, has gone away with the proceeds of several 
estates, the whole of which he has been enabled to receive, 
and withdraw from the bank, and ny Be gH to his own use, 
whereas if the most ordinary care had been taken, such as 
it would have been the duty of the court to have taken if 
it could have interposed, there would either have been some 
security obtained from bim, or some check placed upon him 
to see that the moneys of an estate were not sang at his 
absolute disposal, so that he could at any time draw out the 
whole amount and abscond. 1 think [ am not doing more 
than my duty, interested as I am in making the procedure 
in bankruptcy effectual, in venturing to suggest for the 
benefit of creditors, that they should not place such blind 
confidence even in the most trastworthy trastees, but re- 
quire them to give ample security, or place some effective 
check upon them. F 








Appointurents, Ete. 


Mr Liewettyn ApAms, solicitor, of Ruthin, has been 
appointed by the High Sheriff of Denbighshire, James 
Goodrich, Esq., to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the 
ensuing year. Mr, Adams was admitted a solicitor in 
1845, and is Deputy-Clerk of the Peace for the county, 
and clerk to the Ruthin Highway Board, and to the county 
and borough magistrates. 


Mr. Joseru JonEs BickERTON, solicitor and proctor, of 
Oxford, has been appointed a Commisioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 


Mr. Ayprew HenpDerson LetrH Fraser, barrister, has 
been appointed Assistant-Secretary to the Chief Commis- 
sioner of the Central Provinces of India. Mr. Fraser is 
an M.A. of the University of Aberdeen, and a member of 
the Bengal Civil Service. He was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1874. 


Mr. Daniet FRaNnktn, solicitor, of Gloucester, has been 
appointed by Lord Penzance, Master of the Faculties, to 
be a Notary Public for the city and district of Gloucester. 


Mr. James Forrest Futon, barrister, has been appointed 
Prosecuting Counsel to the Mint for Hertfordshire, in 
succession to Mr. William Augustus Clark, deceased. Mr. 
Falton is an LL.B. of the University of London, and was 
called to the barat theMiddle Temple, in Easter Term, 1872. 
He practises on the South-Eastern Circuit, and at the 
Middlesex, Essex, Hertford, and St. Alban’s Sessions. 

Mr. Wiru1aM Gray, solicitor, of York, has been appointed 
by the og ot of Yorkshire, William Aldam, Hsq., 
Frickley Wall, Doncaster, to be Under-Sheriff of that 


county for the ensuing year. Mr. Gray was admitted 8° 


solicitor in 1828, 


Mr. Henney Cuantes Kirkrarricn, barrister, has been 
appointed Official Reporter to the High Court of Judicature 
of Bombay. Mr. Kirkpatrick was called to the bar at 
Dablin, in 1869. 


Mr. Henry Hony Painser, of the Bengal Civil Service, 
bas been appointed to act as a Judge of the High Court of 
Judicature at Calcutta. 

Mr. Ricuanp Buaaees Woosnum, solicitor of Newtown 
and Liavidloes, has been appointed by the High Sheriff of 
Montgomeryshire, to be Under-Sheriff of that county for 
= sues year. Mr. Woosnum was admitted a solicitor 
nm 1877, 
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Aotes of Foreign Law. 


In a case of Small v. Lumpkin, before the Supreme Court 
of Virginia (Reporter, p. 252), Burke, J., thus stated the 
law with reference to the appointment by a person of an 
alien enemy as his agent to collect money :— 

‘In a foreign or internationsl war, from the time it is de- 
clared or recognised, all the people in the territory and 
subject to the dominion of each belligerent, without regard 
to their feelings, dispositions, or natural relations, become, 
in legal contemplation, and so continue until the close of 
hostilities, the enewies of all the people resident in the ter- 
sitory of the other belligerent ; and all negotiation, trading, 
intercourse, or communication between them, unless licensed 
by the Government, is unlawful. Sucha war, as between 
the citizens or subjects of the respective belligerents, ipso 
facto, dissolves all commercial partnerships and all contracts 
wholly executory and requiring for their continued existence 
commercial intercourse or communication; and while it 
does not abrogate, yet itsuspends all other existing contracts 
and obligations and the remedies thereon, and renders all 
contracts, with rare exceptions, entered into pending hos- 
tilities, legal and void. Griswold v. Waddington, 16 Johns 
R. 438; Prize Cases, 2 Black. 635; Mrs, Alerander’s 
Cotton, 2 Wall. 404; The William Bagale, 5 Wall. 377; 
Hanger vy. Abbot, 6 Wall. 532 ; Matthews v. McStea, 91 
U.S. (1 Otto) 7; Billgery v. Branch, 19 Gratt. 393 ; 
Walker v. Beauchler, 27 Gratt. 511. Limited agencies in the 
enemy’s country may lawfully continue, provided they can 

and are exercised without intercourse or communication 
between the citizens or subjects of the contending powers ; 
such as agencies to collect and preserve, but not to transmit 
money or property. Buchanan v. Curry, 19 Johns. R. 136 ; 
Ward v. Smith, 7 Wall. 447; Manhattan Life Ins. Co. v. 
Warwick, 20 Gratt. 614 ; Hale v. Wall, 22 Gratt. 424; 
Mutual Benefit Life Ins, Co. v. Atwood’s Adm’r, 24 Gratt. 
497 ; The New York Life Ins. Co. v. Hendren, Ib. 586. Such 
agencies, however, to be lawful, must, it seems, be created 
before the war begins; for there is no power, itis said, to 
appoint any agent for any purpose after hostilities have 
actually commenced ; ani to this effect are all the authori- 
ties: United States v. Grossmayer, 9 Wall. 72; United 
States v. Lapine, 17 Wall. 602. In the light of these au- 
thorities, the mother and son are to be considered as alien 
"enemies, and, pending hostilities, she could confer no valid 
— = him as her agent to make the collections which he 

make.”’ 


The Central Law Journal notices a very novel action— 
asuit by a life insurance company against a person who 
had wilfully caused the death of one whose life it had in- 
sured, which was disposed of during the present term of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in Modile Life Ins. Co. 
v. Brame, the court holding that no cause of action arose, 
even though the company ha‘, in consequence of the death 
of the insured at the hands of the defendant, been forced 
to pay the loss. The Court first noticed the rule of the 
common law that no civil action lies for an injury which 
results in death, and then, with regard to the remoteness of 
theinjury, they say :—“ The relation between the insurance 
company and McLemore, the deceased, was created by 
contract between them. But Brame was no party to the 
contract. The injury inflicted by him was upon McLemore 
pwr a personal rights; that it happened to injure the 

intiff was an incidental circumstance, a remote and indi- 
rect result, not necessarily or legitimately resulting from 
the ac: of killing. In Rockingham Ins, Co. v, Mosher (39 
Me, 253), where an insurance company brought suit against 
ene who had wilfully fired a store upon which it had a 
cy of insurance, which it was thereby compelled to pay, 
was held that the loss was remote and indirect, and that 
action could not be sustained. The case which most 
nearly resembles the present is, we believe, that of Connec- 
Mutual Life Ins. y. N.Y. § N. H.R, R. (25 Conn. 
285). This differs from the case at bar only in this, that 
the death was caused by the negligence of the defendant. 
The court held that the company could not recover.” 


a 





High Cowut of Fustice, 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Before Hatt, V.C.) - 
Feb. 28.—Robarts v. Buéc.* 


Tn an action for administration of an intestate’s estate, 
Chappell, one of the defendants, was ordered to pay the 
whole of the costs. These were taxed, and certified to 
— to rh _ ao 18, 1875, Chappel 

y an order date ruary 18, 18/5, was 
ordered to pay certain other costs, which were taxed and 
certified at £24 13s. 8d., which, being added to the original 
costs, made a total of £302 11s. 11d. payable by him. On 
May 17, 1877, the costs not having been paid, the plaintiff 
moved for an attachment against Chappell for contempt, 
but the motion was refused, and the plaintiff was ordered 
to pay the costs thereof to Chappell. These costs were 
taxed at £32 10s. 

Chappell had changed his solicitors between February, 
1875, and May, 1877. 

On February 11, 1878, Chappell’s former solicitor gave 
notice to the plaintiff's solicitor that he claimed a lien for 
costs upon the amount of costs ordered to be paid by the 
plaintiff to Chappell. 

A motion was now made on behalf of Chappell that he 
might be allowed to set off the £32 10s., his costs of the 
plaintiff's unsuccessful motion of May 17, 1877, which 
would have the effect of reducing the amount of costs due 
from himself to £270 Is. 11d. 

Boom, in support of the motion. 

Bristowe, Q.C., and Chisholm Batten, opposed on the 
ground that the principle of set-off could not apply in such 
a case as the present, and that with regatd to the £32 10s., 
Chappell was a mere trustee for the former solicitor to 
whom the costs were payable. 

The Vice-CHanceLLor said that the set-off must bs 
allowed in this case. The result of the authorities on the 
. point appeared to be that where the costs in question were 
costs in the same suit or cause, then the principle of set-off 
applied. His lordship considered it to be the rule that 
where a solicitor is engaged in conducting p i he 
must be considered as conducting them from beginning to 
end, for better or worse, and that rule he should adopt as 
governing the present case. 





Leqislatiaon of the eck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
MARCH 7.—BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Contaciovs Disgasgs (ANmtats). 
MARCH 8.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Brurs.—Imperial Continental Gas Association, 
Wiggenhali St. Mary Magdalen Drainage, Batley Corpora- 
tion Water. 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
TerrrroniaL Waters JURISDICTION. 
MARCH 11.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Binr.—Ilen Valley Railway. 
Excuraver Bonps (£1,000,000). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Prrvate Bitt.—Batley Corporation Water. 
MARCH 12.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Privars Briis.—lIsle of Wight (Newport Janction) Rail- 
way, West Lancashire Railway (Steam Vessels). 
BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Maramontat Cavsss Acts AMENDMENT. 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Excusevsr Boxns (£1,000,000). 


BILL REFERREP TO SELECT COMMITTSBB. 
Contaerovs Diseases (Anmeata). 








* Reported by J. F. Wacasrr, Beq., Barriater-at-Law. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
MARCH 7.—BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 

Factories AND WORKSHOPS. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Excueqver Bonps (£1,000,000). Pustrc Barus anp 
‘WasHHovses. 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Morry. 

MARCH 11.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Poor Law AmenpMent Act (1876) AMENDMENT. 
Banxrvuptcy Act (1869) AMENDMENT. 

MARCH 12.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Msraorotitan Waterworks (Purcuasz). 
MARCH 13.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

PaivaTe Bitt.—Great Eastern and Bury St. Edmund's 
and Thetford Railway Companies. 





Caurt Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Covet oy Masrez or THE 
Date. Acemie Rotts. V.C. Maurys, 


Saturday, Mar. 16Mr. Leach Mr. Merivale Mr. Ward 
Monday .... 18 Milne Farrer Koe 
Tuesday ...... 19 Merivale King 
Wednesday.... 20 Milne 
Thursday .... 21 Merivale 
Friday......+. 22 Milne 





Clowes 


Farrer Koe 
King Clowes 
Farrer Koe 
Mr. Justice 
Fry. 
Mr. Holdsbip 
Pemberton 


V. C. Bacox, 


6Mr. Farrer 
18 Holdship Latham 
Leach 


Ward 
ednesday.... 20 i Latham Pemberton 
Thursday .... 21 Leach Ward 
Friday.....++. 22 Holdship Latham Pemberton 4 


Vv. C. Hart, 
Mr. Koe 


MANCHESTER SPRING ASSIZES. 


By an error of the press the date for Special Juries at 
Manchester was given last week as April14. It should, of 
course, haye been April 4. 





=a 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
March 18.—WALTER Knicut, at the Mart, freehold property 
(see advertisement, this weer, B. 4). 
March 20.—FviizR, Horsey, Son, & Co., freehold property 
(see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES, 


Mar. 15, 1878. 
RAILWAY STOCK, 





GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
8 per Cent. Consols, 95, Annuitias, April, "85, 03% 
Ditto for Account, April 3,95} | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 94} Ex Bills ,£1000, 24 per Ct. 12 pm, 
New 8 per Cenv., 944 xd Ditto, £500, Do, 12 pm. 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan. ’¥4 Ditto, 2100 & £3C¢C, 12 pm. 
Do. 2¢ per Cent., Jan. °94 Bank of England Stock, 256 
Do 5 per Cent., Jan.’78 Ditte for Account. 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SKCURITIES. 

Ind .Stk.,5 per Cent. July, 80,1043, Enf.Pr.5§ perCnt., May, 904 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 pee Ceat., Oct. 88, 1002 April, 64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent, , Aug. "73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 82 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
nd Enf.Pr,,5 per C.,Jan.’72 31 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


A ge a has been issued of the National Co-operative 
Supply Association, with a capital of £100,000, in shares of 
£2 each, payable 10s. on application, and 10s. on allotme nt, 
which is all that it is intended to call up. Every sha re- 
holder will be entitled to all the advantages affurded at t he 
stores, to a share in the profits, and will have the power of 
nominating ticket holders, not exceeding four, each to pay 
2s. Gd, annually, or 10s. for a period of five years, for the 
privilege of dealing at the depdts of the association, and 
of sharing in the profits. It is stated that no promotion 
money has been or will be paid in any form, and no con- 
tracts have been entered into. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

Bovitt—March 11, at 22, by them ms Kensington, the wife of 
Elliott Charles Bovill, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of 
a son. 

DengNHAM—March 5, at 3, Downs-road, Claptwn, the wife of 
Samuel John Debenham, of 36, L:ncoin’s-inn-fields, solici- 
tor, of a son. 

DEATHS. 

Dz BurcH—March 13, at Kiogston House, Wandsworth- 
common, William De Burgh, of ths War-office, Pall-mall, 
barrister-at-law. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tuzspay, March |2, 1878. 
Bardekio, Benjamin, Spencer Marsh Smith, and John Wil'iam Pye- 
Smith, Sheffield, York, Solicitors. Mar 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fripay, March 8, 1878. 
Luairep ts Caancery. 

E. Nazarkiewich and Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or 
before April 2, to eend their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims to Frederick Maynard, Queen 
Victoria st. Monday, April 15, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Flagstaff Silver Mining Company of Utah, Limite!.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Mar 7, directed to be heard before the M.R., 
on Saturday, Mar 16. Hillearys and Taylor, Fenchurch buildings, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

Llynvi, Tondu, and Ogmore Coal and Iron Company, Limited.—By 
an order made by V.C. Malins, dated Feb 27, it was ordered that the 
voluntary winding up of the above company be continued. Jacksow 
and Prince, Clement's lane, Lombard st, solicit ra for the petitioner 





Railways. Paid. Closing Price. 








Stock 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western .., 
\Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 


Great Southern and Western o/ irciand ...... 
Western—Osri ginal ..ccccoeeoesoccersrreeeeee 


Lancashire and Yorkshire ......... 























Devon 
Sorath-Lastern 


© A teceives no Giridens until 6 per cont, has been paid to B, 

















or pton Coal, Iron, and Waggon Company, Limited.—Petition 

for winding up, presented Mar 6, directed to be heard before the M.B. 
on Mar 23. Sharpe and Co, Bedford row, agents fur Ryland and Co, 
Birmingham, solicitors for the petitioners 

Patent Lithotype Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 24, directed to be heard be‘ore the M.R., on Saturday, 
Mar 16. Linklater & Co, Walbrook, solicitcrs for the pe'itioners 

Sadler’s Wells Skating Rink and Winter Garden, Limited,—-Creditors 
are required, on or before April 3, to send their names aud addresses, 
and the particu's s of their debts or claims to Wiliam Brooks, Vid 
Jewry chambers. Wednesdsy, April 10, at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Tvespay, Mar. 12, 1878. 
Limirep tm Oaancenr, 

Little Mountain Coal, Iron, and Clay Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C. Malins, dated Mar 1, it was ordered that the abore 
company be wound up. Milne and Co, Harcourt buildings, Temple, 
agents for Brown and Rogers, Chester, solicitors for the petitioners 

Unuimitep in Cuancaar. 

Albion Life Assurance Sccisty,—By an order mado by V,C. Malios, 
Gated Mar 1, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Biagden, Great Winchester st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Countt Pavatine ov Lancagi xs. 


Hill Top Colliery Com saa aatited <Stuion for windl 
0 Pe or winding wu 
‘eentes Feb rr direc % be en 


heard before the V.C., on 
Mar 16, at 10,30, at his chambers, Btone buildings, Lineoln’s inn, 
Kiehardson and Bon, Manchoster, solicitors for the petitioner 
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July 
Brocklehurst and 





Societies 
emeae. Mar, 12, 1878. 
Britons’ Sons’ United Friendly Society, Bull Ian, Luton, Bedford. 
Perseverance Friendly Society, Derby Hotel, Lower House Gates, 
Bornley, Lancashire. Mar 6 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last yo of Claim. 
Touxspay, March 5, 1878, 
Avison, William, Beighous, York, Butcher. March 30. Chambers 
and Chambers, Brighouse 
Blackburne, Samuel, Over, Cheshire, Yeoman. April6. Cooke, Wins- 
Bi, Elizabeth, Darn'ey rd, Hackney. May 15, Coleman 
les, Rev George Cranley, East Thorpe, Essex. April20. Riving- 
bow and Son, — builain gs iil 
Bronner, William, Oxford, Solicitor. April 6. Robinson, Oxford 
Burland, Ano, Southport. March 22. Ashton, Wigan 
Peataee, Eiisabeth » Worthing, Sussex. May 1. Kidson and Co, 
Sunder! 
een Frederick bse Yes naa Worcester, Wine Merchant. 
ha are ee ah aay Ro Janel. Ingl 
Lawson, Byker, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Roper. Janel. 8. 
on and Daggett, Ne —— , ™ 
pram, Sa Samuel day Green, omford, Essex, Esq. April 10. Mee, 
b eaagnl Mentions. May 1. Prall and Son, Rochester 
Petil Bets Betsy, Preston, Lancashire. March 12. Threlfal!, South- 
, Harriet, Ramsgate, Kent. April 13. Gisby and Son, Ware 
Goringe, Thomas, Gosport, Hants, Gent. April5. Locke and Son, 
—, big tate A od Wallington, Surrey, Esq. May !. Scott, 
Hargreaves, Benjemio, B aiaelen, Larcashire. May1. Artindale. and 
anon Burnley 
ood, Joseph Benjamin, Chepstow villas, Bayswater, Esq. 
=" Tppets and C», Gt 8t Thomas Apostle 
om dat oor F Peter, a Silk Dyer. April 13. 
fawis, Charles, Liverpool, * tates TIronmonger. May 15. Bradley 
and Steinforth, ig 
Macdonald, Thomas, Dalston lane, Dalston, Gent. Aprill2. Dawes 
and Son, Angell court, Throgm»rton st 
Miller, Sarah, Ramsgate, Kent. March 31. Mercer, Ramsgate 
Mavee, Andrew, Portsea, Esq. May 1. Edgcombe and Cole, Portsea 
@Brien, John Henry, Boldre, Hants, a Commnanderin R.N. April 2. 
Hubbard, Southampton buildings 
Pritchard, Henry, Queen st, Cheapside, Auctioneer. May 1. Shep- 
heard and Sons, Finsbury circus 
Smith, Samuel, North Hill, Colchester, Fruiterer. May10. Smythies 
and Co, North Hill 
Sykes, Mary, Mansfield Woodhouse, Nottingham. Aprili2. Satchell 
and Chepple, Queen st, Cheapside 
1 oe ae Shirehampton, Giscsester, Farmer. April 1, Bedell, 
April 30, 
Malcolm, 
April 25. 


Fry 


Briste 

Waring, Ante Musgrave, Shirehampton, Gloucester. 
and Co, Bristol 

eer, David, Horsforth, York, Delver. April 2. 


3 
Wilson, Joseph, Woodhorn, Northaumberlan?, Gent. 
Bainbridge and Millican, Alston 
Fripay, Mar. 8, 187 
Baker, Mary, Kingston-upon-Thames, ae, April 20. Letts Bros, 
Burdett’s buildings, Ho!born circus 
» John, Bruton, Gent. April 20. Russ, Castle Cary 
an, Sir Alexander, Bart, Crimoumogate, Absrdeenshire. 
April 21. Ceres Dalton and Co, Bavile place, Gc Conduit street 
Benjamin Pearson, Penge, ot a Apri! 20. Letts 
Bros, Bartlett's buildings, Holborn cir: 
Beale, Samuel a 8t. John ot Clerkenwell, Licensed Victualler. 
May 9. Stapleton, Bishopsgate st Without 
ae “Ome, Barkby Thorpe. May 4. 


Ingram and Moore, Lai- 
wear Elizabeth, Adelaide road, Shepherd’s bush. April 1, Baker 
Lincoln’s-inn-flelds 
Boulton, Richa hard, Middleton- Tyas, York, Esq. April 15. Longe 
—. Lincoln’s-ino-fields 
Qark, George, Caledonian road, Islingtor, Gentleman. April 17. 
Brown, Lincoln’e-inn-fields 
crore Henry Miles, Montgomery, Surgeon. May1. Digby and 
Little, Circus piece, Finsbury circus 
Cooper, William, Great Russell street, Bioemebery, Barrister-at-law. 
April 6. Tidy and Co, Sackvi'le st, r 
— Re R. —— Russell sq, Fowsted er. June 15. Comins 
ae, ‘Tunatall, Stafford, Plumber. March 25. Hollinshead, 
Br ay, Louth, Lincoln, Jane 4, Bell, Louth 
bh, Robert, Burtonwood, Lancaster, Farmer. May 1. Buck- 
ton, Warrington 
» Daniel hal snag Me he nowt —_ Paes Licensed Victualler. 
110, 16, | Willicombe, Feneh 
aye 0 unt, Morttecde” a veh 20. Alisup, 


Gray, ten, 1 Yeoul, Somerset. April 25. Bonnett, Bru 
Edward, oe Devon, Draper. April 30, Kann, Gut- 


‘ter lane, Cheapside 
Eliza, re. 1, a and Cole, Portsea. 
Gere d, Norbiton, Surrey, Artist. 
April 20, Tatts Bros, Bartlett's "bultdin » Holborn ol lreas 
cape. John, Shillington, Bedford, Wright, 


_ Lewis James, Margaret st, Cavendish sq, Auctioneer. June }. 
Baileys and Co, Berners 
ian, David, Nowport wm, Carpenter, May 1. 


Llewellin, 





cer! George, bated Isle Use ot Wight, Gent. Ap? apa 2. Becking- 


Ferlon, ‘Teeph, Beaten, ton, Somerset, Gent. April 25. Bennett, Bruton 
Pree finn, re take ae #q, Commission Merchant. April 13. 
Ball and Mouth 
a = haat Baldock, Hertford. Mirch 25. Balderston, Bedford 
Raines, Rev Edward John, Stillingfleet, Yors. Aprili5. Williams, 
Birkenhead 
Thomas, Oriental st, Poplar, Gent. April 17. Brown, 
ae rn Trinity, J E May 1. Horne and 
ington. y. Sq. 
inti 
Satcliffe, Frances Mary, Kensington Park road. May 1. Sutcliffe 
ae, tae gb ony oad, North Ead, Turville, 
ley, as r 1 
Hrenley-on-1 April 20. Letts Bros, Bartlett’s buildings, 
rR Ci! 
on Os George, Brockley, Kent, Gent. May 1. Flux and Co, East 
Walms'ey, “Benjamio, Robert, Wellington road, Leeds. Mayl. Mid- 
dleton and sons, 
Williams, Ellen, Liverpool. April 5. Bremner and Co, Liverpool 
TugspaY, Mar. 12, 187! 
Churchman, George, Forest Hill, Kent, Gent. a 30. Fielder and 
Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors’ commons 
Eyre, Arthur, Castle Donington, Leicester, Farmer. May 30. Richards 
and Woodward, Nottingham 
— Francis Oarbutt, Doncaster, Surgeon. April 16. Fisher, 


r 
Greaves, William, Eccleafield, York, Farmer. May 1. Greaves and 


Allen, 
emmant, Thomas, Royal Leamington Spa, Warwick, Gent. April 12. 
Russell and Blaker, Leamington 

Hogg, William, Chatham, Gent. April 16. Stephenson, 

Howorth, William, Stirton, a Farmer. June 7. Heelis, Skipton 

ia ~+ Rasa R , Lancaster, Gent. April 13. Jackson, 

oC 

King, Sarah, Baker st, Marylebone. April15. Gell, Lewes 

Martin, Charles, Derby, B Builder. Aprii6é. Leech, 

Robinson, Richard, Crewe, Chester, Builder. Avril 6. Panton, Crewe 

Robinson, Will'am, Skipton, York, Basket Maker. Jane 7. Heelis, 


Skipton 
Sherlock, Richard, Darby, Gent. April6. Leech, Derby 
Silvester, George, Ho » Sussex, innkeeper. April 3. Coole, 


Horsham 
Staff, Matha, Easton Mandil, Northampton. April30. Burnham and 
Henry, Wellingborough. 
April 6. Griffiths 


— sy ar Broadway, Worcester, Farmer. 
Tillotson, Thomas Knowles, Whatton House, Leicester, Esq. May 8. 


pping 

Bateman, Derby 
Turner, Rachel, a rd. Aprill2. Russell and Baker, Leaming- 
Coole, Horsham 


ton 
Uwins, William, Horsham, Sussex, Saddler. May 1. 

be oo Hannah, Neithrop, Oxford. April8. Kilby and Macs, Ban- 
April 15. Western and 
8, Essex st, Stra 


Whitaker, Henry, Todmorden, York, Plumber. May 1. Gould, Tod- 


morden 
Wilson, Forrester, Hambledon, Hants, Esz. March 30, E4gell, King- 
ston-on-Thames 
Baakruapts. 
Fripay, Mar. 8, :s78. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Abrahams, Henry, Westminster Bridge rd, Glass dealer. Pet Mar T. 
Pepys. Mar 27 at 12 
Clack, William Henry, Beethoven street, Harrow road, Builder. Pet 
Mar 5. Haz'itt, aw Bat li 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Western, Margaret, Wood st, Woolwich. 


Ball, Tome, Birmingham, Baker. Pet Mar4, Cole. Birmingham 
Mar 
Basnett, ‘George, and James Roland Atkins, Birmingham, Factors. 
Pet Mar 4. Cole. Birmingham, Mar 2] at 3 
Bolton, Francis George, Eastbourne, Butcher. Pet Mar 3. Blaker. 
— Mar 22 at 12 
we ory Builder. Pet Mar 5, Crosby. 
etilawos Mar 21 at 3 
Howell, David, Teen, ur Cardiff, Grocer. Pet Mar 4. Langley. 
Cardiff, Mar 20 at 2 
Hughes,” = & yey Merioneth, D:aper, Pet Mar 6, Reid. 
am, Mar 20 
Jackson, Joho, Ec Eecles Lancashire, Builder. Pet Mar 6. Hulten. 
U 
Oadorne, William a poet eg yy Hy eg Merchant. Pet 
Mar 6, Keary. Stoke-upon-Trent, Mar 20 at 2 
ney , Samet, Leeds, Wine Seller, Pet Mar & Marshall. Leeds, 
ar 27 at 
Young, Henry, Guisborough, York, Builder, Pet Mar 1. Cresdy. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Mar 20 at 31.5 ; 
Teespay, Mar. 12, 1878, 
Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Manniag, John Samuel, Goswell rd, Clerkenwell, Baker. Pet Mar 7. 
Pepys. Mar 27 at 12 
To Surrender ia the Country. 
Baker, Henry, Newmark ct All Sainte, Cambridge, Grocer. Pet Mar 9 
Raden. - Oam Mar 23 at 2 
Bowman, John, Bradford, Boot Merchant. Pet Mar 7% Robdiasen. 
Bradford, Mar 26 at 9 
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a gg Bromborough, Grocer. Pet Mar. Wil- 
Birkenhead, Mar 26 at 12 
Denn thomas, Mencbeder, Pet Mar?7. Kay. Man- 
ry tg om Manufactaring Chemist. Pet Mar 7. Nel 
> T, ? . “ 
Dee Desetung, Mar s'est 12 


Lead, John, Leicester, Wholesale Boot Manufacturer. Pet Mar 8. 
Mar 26 at 12 


Leetham, Ai a and Frederick Peters, Kingston-upon-Hull, Iron 


Pet Mar 7. Rollit. -upon-Hull, Mar 26 at 3 
Medlicote, Richard Lge “ot at Spirit Merchant. Pet Mar 8. 
23 at 
, 


Peele. rewsbury, 
Simms, Alfred, + pee ee B&tcher. Pet Mar8. Parry. Birming- 


bam, Mar 23 at 2 
Waters, John, Hibaldstow, Lincoln, Miller. Pet Mar 4. Daubney. 
Great Grimsby, Mar 25 at 11.30 
Weston, Wi oe OT Ba Tailor. Pet Mar %, Rollit. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Mar 26 a‘ 3 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpar, Mar. 8, 1878. 


Maidstone, Viscount, Victoria st, Westminster. Feb 28 
Pyrke, Sidney Herbert, Beckenham, Clothier, Mar 4 


Tvespar, Mar. 12, 1878. 
Evans, William, Cardiff, General Merchant. Dec 28 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frrwar, Mar. 8, 1878, 
Bargate, Thomas, Middlesborough, Builder. Mar 15 at 3.30 at the 
tion Hotel, Middlesborough. Dodds and Co 
— Samuel, Salford, Plumber. Mar 22 at 3 at offices of Blair, St 


Bazter, Wiliam, Birmingh Woollen Wareh Mar 2 
am, Woollen Warehouseman. r 21 at 3 
banter W s of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Bentley, Edward, Pateley bridge, York, Hemp Spinner. Mar 18 at 12 
gs the Queen’s Botel.. Leeds. Stead and Sibree, Kingston-upon- 
Bhiey, Same, Buslingthorpe, Leeds, Wheelwright. Mar 20 at 3 at 
Senta st, Leeds 
Bloom, Noreen ogg aL Ions Mar 23 at J at Pearce’s Rooms, 
Princes st, Igewieh. H 
, George Edmund, rr tty Builder. Mar 20 at 3 at offices of 
Marey ond Wile Weaverham “taaen Tank M 
+ Je 5] ar 19 at ll 
of Fi "o Northwich tp oe . * 
Braithwaite, William, Nottingham, Grocer. Mar 22 at i2 at offices of 
Wells and Hind, Fletchergate, Nottingham 
rosdbear, William pa Builder, Mar 16 at 11 at offices 
of Mceres, Wicheles st st, Bi 


rge Louis, Cuanpolde, Silk Agest. Mar 26 at 2 at offices 
of yey lane s " 
Campbell, James Alfred, Little Britain, Skirt Manufacturer. Mar 27 
at 3 at the Cannon st st Hotel, Cannon st. Hensman and Nicholson 
Cantwell, Thomas, Standlake, Oxford, Innkeeper. Mar 23 at 2 at the 
Queen's Hotel, Abingdon, Back land 
Joseph, Manchester, Restaurant Keeper. Mar 28 at 12 at 
ess of Sutton and Harding, Cooper st, Manchester. Farrington, 
Chilton, Peter, De wiley, Salo rieller. Mar 
tare Date - Pp, Bee 25 at 12 at offices of 
o reat St Andrew’s st, Spey Bir ° 
aurkae [os : ury, Bird Dealer. Mar 
Cobb, Mary Ann, Salford, Purniture Ay Mar 27 at 3 at offices of 
Bateber, Princess st, Manchester. Farrington, Man chester 
, Frederick Benjamin, Halifax, Bookseller. Mar 22 at 3 at 
of Boocock, Halifax 
Cox, Marcha Ward, Walit 4, Berks, oe Mar 20 at 2 at the 
George Hotel, po st, Reading. Hedges and Co 
Currie,T homas, ™ ottingham, Draper. Mar 26 at 11 at Moot Hall 
Dalton, Gee oe, Corti, De ‘Mar 2 
ge, 2 f at 3 at the Lion and Lamb 
Hotel, Seateh st, Carliste, Wannop, Carlisle 7 
Deane, Louisa, Nile st, Hoxton, Cheesemonger. Mar 25 at 3 at 162, 


Fleets. Keupster 
Dewhirst, _ ar d, Bleckpool, Printer. Mar 20 at 3 at offices of Sykes 


Dorney, Jerome ‘ome Vincent, Fenchurch st, pt mag A Merchant. Mar 
onetn Tylon Be Staff a ton Builder, M ye re, 4 ‘0s 
ohn \e ord, ai ar at 10.40 at 
offices of Je: High st, West Bromwich . 


of Jackson, st, 
Evias, Thomas, Tue Brook, Lancashire, Contractor, Mar 25 at 2 at 
oftiees of Shern and Lroathurst, Morth John st, Liverpool. Gee, 


‘ames, Bradfor?, York, Machine Wool Comber. Pag 2 at 
16.46 at vemos of Hatebineon, Piccadilly chambers, Brat 
Das, Coane, George, Bil ton, Gtafforé, Stonemason. Mar 20 at li at ofiees 
r. 9 Chsres st, Bitaton fs ot, Me P 3 
Peck, hant, 5 
Bo pS ogy and nd Co, ‘Ola ae spies a 
* anchester, Travelling Draper. Mar 20 
yon en eee Co, York at, Manchester wy fi 
Fowler, John Seymour, , Sarnp Oe Solicitor, Mar 20 at 2 at offices of 


sak Lord st, Liv 
02, Chatien Foastillign, Weveter, Tesiase, Mar 20 at 2 at offices of 
a 


Francia, sfoeres Wien fond, Lockarnith, Mar 22 at 2.90 at 43, 
ite st without. Jackson 


Francis, Penryn, Cornwall, Draper. Mar 2 
hate Howl, ae. Past, Traro mpecarn 
Gittert, J , le 


orwick, Elastic Wed Manufacturer, Mar 
2B at 10.20 #6 “" "See ae Masser, Little Vork st, 





uy 
ge paren: Compeury, Jiqeneet Mogg ~ 26 at 12 at 
tat chambers, broad st : . 





oo, John Edwin, Brentwood, Essex, Commission Agent. M: 
t.10 at offices of "Evans and fond John st, Bedford row ae 
criths, Jobn, a, Denbigh, Farmer. Mar 19 at 11 at offices of 


H s, Regent st, Wrexham 

Grindeod, yo Blackp7ol, Watchmaker, Mar 22 at 2 at officeso¢ 
Dean ig a — Black al al hg 

Grose, Nichclas, jan, Roche, Corn ar at latti 
White Hart, St Austell. Wnitetield” at Colunid sa 

Harry, Richard, Flimby, Cumberland, "Grocer. Mar 26 at 11 at offices 
of Collin, Kirkby st, Maryport 

—— George, Bridgewater, Somerset, ee. Mar 25 at 2 at 
offices of Brice, York buildings, Bridge wate: 

Heal, Henry, Burnham, Somerset, Batcher. onl 16 at 11 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Burnham. Chapman, Bridgewate 

Heaysman, Henry, Chipstead, Kent, out of econ. Mar 20 at 11,30 
at the George Inn, Chipstead. Palmer, Tunbridge 

Hodge, William Prouse, Great Grimsby, Smack Owner. Mar 21 at 12 
at offices of Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, West 8. 
Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 

Holt, John, Joseph Holt, and Thomas Holt, Derby, Timber Merchants, 
Mar 18 at 1 at offices of Hextall, Fall st, , Derby 

Mar 16 at 2 at 


Horley, Joseph, jun, Ber 
offices of Bilton, Vassall rd, pil mee New rd 

Horton, James, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. Mar 21 at 12 at offices of 
Wilson, Benneti’s hill, Birmingham. Cowdell, Birmingham 

Jackeon, Thomas, Hatton Radby, Yors, Grocer, Mar 21 at 3 at offices 
of Peacock, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Jefferys, John Compton, Tottenham court r}, Fancy Jewellery Mer- 
chant, Mar 26 at 2 at offices of Beyfus and Bay fus, Lincoin’s inn 








fields 
Jerningham, Adolphus Frederick, Great Col'ege st, Westminster,, 
Civil Engineer. Mar 27 at 3 at offices of Ditton, Iroamonger lane 
Jewell, William, and William John Jewell, Brist»l, Cabinet Makers, 
Mar - at 3 at offices of Baker and ‘Langworthy, Stephen st, 


J on Llewellyn, Loughor, Glamorgan, Grocer. Mar 21 at 3 at 18, 
York st, Swansea 

Jones, William, Crewe, Cheshire, Pub‘ican. Mar 19 at 11 at the Red 
Bull Inn, Market st, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 

Jonson, Charles Frederick, Plymouth, Refreshment House Keeper, 
Mar 19 at 12 at offices of Rodda, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Judd, Alfred Stokes, and Samuel William Hawkings, York st, Mile 
End, Builder?. Mar 21 at 2at the Guildbal; Coffee House, G 
Harper and Co, Rod lane 

Kettle, John Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tailor. Mar 21 at ll at 

offices of Johnston, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Knapton, John, Cleckheaton, York, Manufacturer. Mar 22 at 3 at 
offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 

Lambert, Henry, Stockton-on-Tees, Beerhouse Keeper. Mar 18 at Li 
at offices of Best, Market Cross chambers, Stozkt»n-on-T ees 

Lawledge, Joseph Elliott, Vere st, Cavendish sq, Court Milliner, Mar 
21 at 2 at offices of Weed and White, Draper’s gardens, j{Throgmorton 
avenue 

Leary, Andrew, Liverpool, Builder, Mar 25 at 3 at offices of Yatesand 
Co, Water st, Liverpool 

Leonard, Edward, Cheltenham, Printer, Mar 22 at 3 at offices of Heath, 
Regent st, Cheltenhim 

Lewis, George, and David Lewis, Swansea, Butchers. Mar 19 at ll at 
offices of Leyson, Fisher st, Swansea 

Lewis, Thomas, Oldbury, Greengrocer. Mar 22 at 11 at offices of 
Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Lid stone, Frederick Bartlett, Exeter, Auctioneer. Mar 25 at 3 at offices 
of Fewing’, Queen st, Exeter. Friend, Exeter 

Litson, William Fry, Standard hill, Nottingoam, Clothier. Mar 23 at 
. ~ offie:s of Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’ ‘3s gate, Notting- 


Loftus, Harry, Kingston-upoa-Hull, Draper, Mar 20 at 3 at offices 
of Pickering, Pariiament st, Kingston-upon-Hull, Summers, 
Kingston-upon-Hu ll 

Loughton, James Adiard, Leamington, Innkeeper. Mar 21 at 3 at offices 
of Wright and Hassal), "Dormer place, Leamington 

Lovegrove, William Henry, Page Green, Tottenham, Hay Salesmas, 
Mar 15 at 23et offices of Parnell, Fenchurch st 

Lynn, George "Henry, Stroud, Glouce:ter, lonkeeper, Muar 25 at 3 at 
the New Inn, Gloucester, Pruen, Chelterham 

sa Frederick, Greenheys, Manchester, out of busi Mar 2% 

11 at offices of Slater and Poole, Norfolle - Manchester 

Melbich, William, Liverpool, Flour Desler. Mar 26 at 3 at 11, South 
John st, Liverpool. Daggers, Liverpool 

Meredith, William, Cleobury Mortimer, Salop, Ale Dealer. Mar 21 a 
3 at 35, Chorch st, Kidderminster. Taloot 

Midghsl!, Richard, Preston, Joiner. Mur 21 at 3 at offices of Thomp- 
son, Lune st, Preston 

Mitcheil, John Lawrence, and Ilenry Mitchell, Aldersgate s*, Mer- 
chants. Mar 21 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham ast, 
mett 





a William George, and Thomas Motteram, Birmingham, 
Beer Machine Makers, Mar 21 at 3 at offices of Buller and Bickley, 
Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Mules, John Milford Haven, Pembroke, Grocer. Mar 22 at 1) at offiess 
of Evans Haverfordwest | 

Maller, Vierd, New Church rd, Camberwe'l rd, Surrey, Varnish 
Manufactarer. Mar 27 at 2 at offices of Poole and Hughes, Chaa- 
cery lane 

Newcomb, Thomas, Middlesborough, Undertaker, Mar 19 at 2.30 st 
the Temperance ftotel, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough. Bainbridge 
and Barniey, Middlesborough 

Nuttall, James, Chowbent, posantion, Builder, Mar 21 at 3.39 af 
the Railway Hotel, Kast Bond at, Leigh, Lancashire, Pearce 


offices of Burton, Wood st Wakefield 
Page, Alfred, Sproaghton, Auffolk, Wheelwright, Mar 21 at If a 
estos s Hooms Princess wt Ipswich, Hill, Ipswich 
Parsona, Goorge, Mansfield, Mason, Mar 25 at 12 at offices of Hibbert, 
Clerkaon st, Manefio’ ‘a 
Pearce, Jovn Henry, Letcostor, Box Manutactarer, Mar 19 at & a 





ofices of Payne, Long row east, Nuttiagh wa 








igan ‘ 
Orange, Beth, Wort Ardsley, York, Innkeeper, Mar 21 at 3 at offfees 
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Great Tower st, Wine Merchant, Mar 22 
vern, Masons’ avenue, Coleman st. Rooks 
at, Cheapside 


Swansea, Grocer’s Assistant. Mar 21 at 3 at offices of 


Beer, Gloucester Swansea 
‘ Bottioneld Farmer. Mar 20 at 12 at the Black 
jurch, Sal . ant and Co, Hanley 
= A gai Mar 20 at 2 at Anderton’s 


Mar 22 at 12 at the 
e Hotel, Ross. ie, He Ross 
Mawson, Preston, Newsvendor. Mar 22 at 2 at the Shelly’s 
Arms Hotel, Preston. Blackpool 
Rees, Jane, Llanfyllin, Montgomery, Innkeeper. Mar 18 at 1 at offices 


of Beary nt lin 
nd, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Mar 22 at 3 at 
sd Bice of Wet Suet tac Belvoir ir at, Le Leicester 
lane, Whitechapel, Boot Manufacturer. Mar 
ar at Ty at offices of Barnett Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 
Ridgs, John Edward, Railway arches, Princes st, Walworth, Pickle 
Manafacturer. Mar 21 at !1 at offices of Nunn, Bedford row 
Robb, Thomas Kossuth, Birmingham, out sig business. Mar 16 at 10 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry s Birmi 
Roberts, Jobn, Mountfields, Shrewsbury, Timber Merchant. Mar 22 at 
1 at the ~ ce on Hotel, Shrewsbury. Corner, Hereford 
Roberts, t, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Mar 19 at 3 
at offices of Hol Hollier and Williams, Church st, Pontypridd 
Tho: Accrington, Lancaster, Herbalist. iar 20 at 3 at the 
Mitre Hotel, gates, Manchester. Wha'ly, Accrington 
Sampher, John, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Mil'iner. Mar 18 at 
4, at North Staffordshire Railway Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. 
Tarner, Newcastle 
John, Royton, Lancaster, Stonemason. Mar 25 at 3 at 
offices of Cock sroft, Wellington chambers, Rochda'e 
Sanscm, Edward Richar » Preston, Lancashire, Monumental Maker. 
Mar pst at 1! at the Shelle 's Arms Hotel, Preston, Ambler, Preston 
Scheve, Frederic William, Kentish Town * “ag Hall Manager. 
Mar 16 at 3 at offices of Sydney, High Holbo: 
pen eal a. big Durham, Builder. m.. 19 at ll at 
of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastlé-on-Tyne 
Sualley, ‘Walter, Leicester, Hatter. Mar 25 at 12 at offizes of Wright, 


r st, 
South, George, Sheffield, Carter. Mar 19at 11 at offices of Porrett, 
Bank st, Sheffield 
Stickley, James, High Hoiborn, Gold Beater. Mar 21 at3 at the Law 
Institution, Chancery lane. ‘Greatorex, Chancery lane 
pene, Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer’s Outfitter. Mar 21 
th “I of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hall. 


ers, Hul 
gee irvine, Bradford, York, Roler Coverer. Mar 21 at 3.30 at offices 
of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradfor 
Tannerfield, Alexander, Foster lane, Cheapsids, Tailor. Mar 18 at 3 
at 11, Austin Friars, Webb and Webb 
Taylor, Benjamin, Ske]manthorpe, nr Huddersfield. Groce. Mar 19 
at 3 at offices of Dransfield, Ramsden st, Huddersfield 
Taylor, Sa Stockport, Joiner. Mar’ 20 at 11 at offices of Newton, 
nk chambers, Market place, Stockport 
Taylor, Joseph, Southwick, Durham, cron. Mar 25 at 2 at offices of 
althew, West Sunniside, Sunderland 
, Thomas, South Shields, Grocer. Mar 25 at 3 at offices of 
Kirkley, Dean st, South Shields 
Thomas, Evan Wynne, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Shoemaker, Mar 2} 
tine M at offices of Jones and Jones, Brecon place, Portmadoo 
le, Shaw Smith, Dewsbury, Wholesale Druggist. Mar 25 at 2.30 
ry offices of Stapleton, Union’: bad. Dewsbury 
r, Thomas Laycock, Bradford, York, Painter. Mar 20 at 1! at 
offices of Berry and Robinson, Char!es st, Bradford 
Watson, Joseph, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Mar 22 at 4 
at offices of f Warmington, Castle st, Dudley 
—_ Charles Henry, and Walter Myrtle Cotter, Liverpool, Stationers. 
-_ 20 at 2 at offices of Horan, Sweeting st, Liverpool. Fildes, Liver- 


Evan, Pembrey, Carmarthen, Grocer. Mar 22 at 1 at offices 
of Thomas and Browne, Lower Market st, Carmarthen 
Willits, John Coats, Cullercoats, Northumberland, Fruiterer, Mar 
20 at 3 at the Albion Hotel, North Shields. Whitehorn, North Shields 
‘homas Robert, Coxhoe, Durham, Innkeeper. Mar 21 at tl 
at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Winder, John Green, {and James John Harrop, Manchester, Oil 
at —, % Mar 26 at 3 at offices of Grundy and Kershaw, Booth 
‘anc 
Young, Thomas, South Shie'ds, Builder, Mar %2 at 3 at offices of 
Kirkley, Dean st, South Shiekis 


Tusspay, Mar, 12, 1878. 
ae, i, George, uit en Qoal Dealer. Mar 26 at 12 at offices of 
Bennett's bill, Birmingham, Cowdell, Birmingham 
* toy xr, Benjamin, Kidderminster, Worcester, out of business. Mar 
at il at offices of Miller and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 
Andrews, William, Nobold, Salop, Farmer, Mar 29 at 12 at the Crown 
Hotel, Shrewsbury. ong Teroford 
Wing, Forest rd, Dalston, Provision Dealer, Mar 21 
at Dat 1, ership a ena pana Highgate 
re Mowbray, Leicester, Grocer. Mar 26 at 12 at 
» Selborne Dulldings, Millstone lane, Leicester 
Sin ingtam, Builder, Mar 25 at 11 at offices of Fowke, 
Birmin ham 
omas Addison, Wrexham, Denbigh, Mining Rugineer, Mar 
i at ato ws at io of wee a ot, Wrexham, a 
omas, * t, Innkeeper, ar 26. ab 2 at the Queen 
Hotel, Chester, y and Keone, M Mold 
Base, Henry, yr arrogat Tork, | Eata'o Agent, Mar 26 at 12 at offices 
and 
Belsham, Benjamin, Waitecros at, St Luke's, Corn Dealer, Marat at 
Sat io, bain at, Fi mton, Highgate 
7 ny Guitordy Mt ia or, Mar 25 at 8 at offices of Marries, 


at 8 at the 
and Co, 


tf COU 
inl an en —Ngeny rs » Somoraet, Butcher, Mar 25 at 11 at offices 
ulie terrace, Urnham 





Bissell, fey Wolverhampton, Brosh Manufacturer. Mar 26 af 11 
at olfices of Smith, St Peter’s close, Wolverhampton 
Bladen, William Wells, Wolstanton, Stafford, Ageut. 
23 at 12 at offices of Tennant and Co, Ch _ 
Bloxam, George Frederick, Regent st, Ras Merchant, ba 21 at 2 
at offices of —_ Clement's =e Emmott, 
ton, Durham, Grocer. Mar 25 at 3 at 


Brantingham, George, West 

PR ae “>. _“~s bton st, Sunderland : 
ridges, Joshua, orcester, Innkeeper. Mar 25 at [1 at 

. the Eady we st, ~~ Bee gan 
rown, Ej omas terrace, Hi ‘0 Carman. Mar 26 at 
2 at offices of Whale, Furnival’s inn, si, Borough, 

Brown, Frederick, Leicester, Boot turer. Mar 27 at 12 at 
oo of Cox and Palmer, Halford st, Leicester. Harvey, 

icester 

Brown, James Moncrieff, Salford, Haberdasher. Mar 25 at 3 at offices 
of Doyle, Princess st, ‘Manchester 

Detect William, Stogursey, Somerset, Baker. Mar 27 at 2 at offices 
of Reed and Cook, King sq, Bridgewater 

Campbell, William, Birkdale, Lancashire, Plasterer. Mar 25 at 11 at 
offices of Threlfall, Lord st, Southport 

Cartlidge, Joun, Newcastle- under-Lyme, Stafford, SS Mar 
25 at 11 at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under. 

Challenger, Richard Denison, and John Hobson, Kiinhuse, York, 
Corn Millers. Mar 26 at 11 at officss of Oxley aud Co, Westgate, 
Rotherham 

Chandler, Harry Oswald, Appleby Magna, Leiczster, out of business. 
Mar 25 at 12 at offices of Dewes and Musson, Market st, Ashby-de-la- 
Zouch 

Chatterton, Sydney, Ceniston, York, Farmer. Mar 22 at 3 at offices of 
Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-duil 

Chinnery, Henry, Penge, Piumber. Mar 22 at 4 at offices of Gregory, 
Moorgate st 

Clark, James, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Innkesper. Mar 28 at 12 at 
offices of Fe! 1, Aylesbury 

Clarke, W: illiam, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Provision Merchant. Mar 28 
at 3 at offices of Aird, Eastcheap 

Cordukes, John, Yarm, Yors, Grocer. Mar 22 at 1! at offices of 
Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tess 

Coulson, James, Caldecott, Rutiand, Manager of a Ginger Beer Manu- 
factory. Mar 29 at 3 at offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Curtiss, Charles James, Belsize park gardens, Boarding House 
Keeper. April8 at 3 at offices of Lawrence and Co, Jewry 
chawbers 

Dadd, Alfred Daniel, New Nichol st, Shoreditch, Cabinet Maker. 
Mar 25 at 1 at offices of the Debt Recovery and Liquidation Co, 
Finebary place, Finsbury 

Davies, David, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. Mari5 at 10.15 at offices of 
Griffiths, st Mary st, Carmarthen 

Defrece, Maurice, and John Charles Wray, Waterloo rd, Musical 
Agents. Mar 25 at 3 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 
Basinghall st. Dunn, Guildhall chambers 

Dickinson, Henry, East Moor, Wakefield, Builder. Mar 21 at 3 at the 
Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield. Lodge, Wakefield 

Dryden, Hugh, and Robert Dryden, Newcastle-apon-Tyne, Timber 
Merchaats, Mar 20 at | at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Dnffell, Thomas, Great Yarmouth, Fruiterer. Mar 26 at 123 a$ offices 
Burton and Son, King st, Great Yarmouth 

Dyke, Charles, Acrefair, Deabigh, out ofemploy. Mar 28 at I2at 
the Wynnstay Arms Hotel, Wrexham. Biackburae and Allen, 

esmere 

East, William Rackclyeft, Birehfields, Stafford, Picture Dealer. Mar 
22 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmiagha a 

Ecoles, Robart Ellis, Birkenhead, Buccher. Mar 25 at 2 at offices of 
Thompson and Simm, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

Eld, Johan Stowell, Eastbourne, Music Seller, Mar 25 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham ct. Hillman 
Elgar, Samuel Hurley, Hythe, Kent, Bootmaker. Mar 26 at 2 at the 
Whitfeld Hal), Ashford. Santh, Hythe 

Evaus, John, Barrow-in-Furnes:, Grocer. Mar 20 at 3 at the Im- 
perial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness, Williams, Barrow- 
ln-Furness 

Evans, John, Holywell, Fiiat, Tailor, Mar 22 at | at offices of Evars, 
Well st, Ho'yweil 

Exley, Benjamio, Shipley, York, Cab P.oprietor, Mar 22 at 11 at 
offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradrord 

Finney, Peter, Cowoross st, Carma Dosler, Mar 25 at 12 at o@fess of 
Evans and Ragiles, John st, Bedford row 

Fisher, Job, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Coach Builder. Mar 35 at $ 
at office: of Brown and Ainsworth, St P otersgate, Stock part 

Flanedy, John, Woolwich, Proprietor of the “ Woolwich Gasette "and 
the * Greenwich and Deptfard Chronicte,” April 2 at 3 at odices of 
Kimber, Queen st 

Franklio, William, Newatk-upon-Trent, Milter. Mar 26 at Sat offices 
of Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

Garratt, Samuel, Newnham, Hants, Muller, Mar 27 atl at odfees of 
Eve, Victoria ré, Aldershet 

- ‘William, Plymouth, Plamber, Mur 22 at 12 at offices of Stan- 

bury, Princess sq, Plymouth 

Green, William Bennett, and William James Green, Bakewell, Derky 
Upholsterers. Mar 23 at 2 at the Beli Hote’, Sadler gate, Darky. 
Broomh ad, Bakewell 

Hail, Sdwin, West Bromwich, Wheelwright, Mar 22 at 2 at offes of 
Shakespeare, Churea at, Oldbury 

Harden, Charles, Norwich, Baker, Mar 25 at 12 at o@ices of Qoaper, 
Bank pain, Norwich 

Haniing, Henry Charles, Wilton, Wilts, out of Dasiaess, Mar 2i at Li 
at the Greyhound Tun, Witten, Nodder, Salisdary 

Har), Arthar, Norwich, Inommonger, Mar 22 at 3 at offiess of Saad 
and Linay, Theatre at, Norwred 

Harvey, George, Stoke-apon- seuat, Builder, Mar 20 at 12 at offices 
of Mayer, Waterloo st, Burale 

Hawkins, Kdwarda, Bernard ~ Bloomsdary, Watch Maneikoterer, 
Mar 25 at 2 at offices of Gamele and Hervey, Gret ham Dallings, 
Basivghall st, Lookyer, Gresham Daidings 

Reyes, Timothy, Bootle, ar Liverpool, Biackarait, Mar BS at 3 atadiers 

ather, Commence dourt, Liverpool 
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ia, White Stonehouse, nr Plymouth, Shipowner. 
"iter Mord at at the oo Railway Hotel, Bristol. Square, 


Be . Rochdale, Grocer. Mar 25at 3 at offices of Standring, 


Hunter, Watson, Bt Accountant. Mar 22 at 11 at offices of 
Proud, M: 


‘artlepool, 

larket place, Bishop Auckland 

Jackson, Wiltiam, —— Lancashire, Grocer. Mar23 at 11 at 

offices of Stu ng 

Jarrett, pera | wa loucester, out of business. Mar 80 at 
11 at offices oi iareahenh. wh, Bridge st, Bristol. Price, Bristol 

Jarvis, Caroline, Bi bridge, Stafford, Earthenware Dealer. Mar 26 
at 3 at offices of Clarke and Hawley, Longton 

Johnson, Thomas, a Gloucester, Stoker. Mar 20 at 11 at offices 
of Price, Bridge st, Bri: 

Johnson, Walter, bl Grocer. Mar 25 at 3 at offices cf Dake, 
Temple row, Birmingham 

Jones, Henry Wil'iam, Kidderminster, Worcester, Plumber. Mar 26 
at 3 at offices of Talbot, Church st, Kidderminster 

Jenes, Wil'iam, Avercarn, Mon, Grocer. Mar 25 at 3.15 at the Grand 
Hotel, Bristol. David, Newport 

—— Abmed John, Hanley, Journalist. Mar 23 at 11 at offices of 


and Co, pside, Hanley 
Keapten, John, Cleckheaton, York, Manufacturer. Mar _s “s 3 at 
the George Hotel, Bradford, in lieu of the place originally 
Lane, Charles, East Dulwich, Baker. Mar 25 at 2 at offices s of Pitt- 
man, Guildball chambers, Basinghall st 
Arthur Edward, Dunstable, Bedf rd, Straw Hat Mann- 
facturer. Mar 26 at 11 at offices of Benning and Son, West st, Dun- 
Malone, Andrew, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Beerhouse 
Manager. Mar 27 at 3 at offices of Eltoft, King st, Manchester 
Mann, Samuel Loveys, Upper Thames st, Builder. April 2 at 2 at 111, 
Cheapside. Wild and Cork Ironmoneer lans 
Maude, James, Rochdale, Plumber. Mar 27 at 2.30 at offices of 
Brierley, Butts averue, Rochdale 
Mayner, George, Birmingham, out of business. Mar 23 at 11 at offices 
of Fitter, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
an Edward, Cheltenham, Boot Maker. Mar 26 at 11 at offices 


of Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 
Mcletyre, James, Hulme, Piumber. April 4 at 3 at offices of Smith 
and ~ Brazennose st, Manchester 
— hn, Hanley, no ee Mar 21 at 11,30 at the Crown 
Mitchel!, William, Fairford, Gloucester, Carpenter. Mar 21 at 2 at 
the Ball Hotel, Fairford. Ties, Fairford 
Morgan, Caleb Howard Taylor, Watledge, Sa. Mar 30 at 11 
at offces of Davies and ens, King st, Glouceste 
Morzan, John, Kington, Hereford, Boot Dealer. Mar 25 at 2.30 at 
of Sibly, Exchange west, Bristol 
Morisons, Eugene Michael, Cardiff, Ship Chandler. Mar 26 ae 3 at the 
a Hotel, St Mary st. Cardiff. Ingledew and Co, Cardi: 
Mucford, Wi iam, Heavitree, Devon, Bui'der. Mar 27 ae the 
Castle Hotel, Castile st, Exeter, Friend, Exeter 
Muzeep, William, Havingham, York, Farmer. Mar 26 atll at the 
George Hotel, Maton. Jackson, Malton 
Nolen, ¥ Phi aan, West utereet, out of business. Mar 28 at 3 at 
offices of Bell, Church st, West H 
Nea’e, Frederick, Shipston- -on-Stour, Worcester, Hotel Keeper. Mar 
25 at lat the George Hotel, Shipston- -on-Stour, Lane, Stratford- 
upon-Avon 
Nix, Frank, Stow Maries, Essex, Farmer. Mar 25 at 11 at offices of 
Digby and Ellis, Silver st, Malden 
Bye, William George, Beckenham, Kent, Butcher. Mar 22 at 3 at 
offices o' Gregory, Moorgate st 
Oates, Robert, Leeds, Plumber. Mar 22 at 12 at offices of Lowrey, 
South parede, Leeds. Malcolm 
Oliver, George, Templecombe, Somerset, Shoemaker. Mar 25 at 3 at 
the Greyhound Hotel, Wincanton. Davies, Sherborne 
Parker, George Gaskarth, Seymour st, Euston sq, Hosier. Mar 29 at 
2 «t 145, Chespeide. Croft 
Pat isos. Darit, s. Saeaion, tint. Mar 23 at 12 at offices of Johnson 
and Tiley, Sun st, Lazcash 
Pears, Elicabeth, Herefosd, Badd! er. Mar 25 at 12 at offices of Sibiy, 
Exchange west, Bristol 
gues Ane mag nopert, T he nal scgpeaties Pot aie 
son, Mark, Bollington, Cheshir-, Farmer. April 3 at 2 at the 
cane Hoel. Jordanzate, Maecl ‘shield. Parrott and Co 
Paw Temiesy Sour Worthing. Ra‘lway Carrier. April 3 at 3 at 
Steyne Hotel, Worthing. Verral, Worthing 
PA G-orge, Leeds, Innkeeper. Mar 26 at 1 at offices of Dunning 
an Key, Butt’s court, Leeds 
Preston, Edward, Preston, Be-rseller. Mar 25 at 3 at offices of For- 
thaw and Parker, Cancon «t, Preston 
Raper, Etizabeth, Esh, Darham, Grocer. Mar 26 at 11 at offices of 
_ Salk 14, Elves bridge, Durham 
Raw. Frederick, Hertford, Licensed Vietualier. Mar 25 at 2 at 122, 
Toor, Armstrong and Bowers, Lote 
Rayner, Willem, and Alfred Sparzeon, e, Hackney, 
Chair Manefactarers. Mar 25 at 2 at offices of wg Fp Metro- 
» lisen chambers, Broad st 
Kees, ae ‘one st, Sates green, out of business. Mar 20 at 3 
at Mice ff y lane 
wine, Lye, Wa i, Wail os Boot Dealer. Mar 25 at 3 at offices of 
ownshall chambers, New st, Birmingham 
Rien W am, Hulme, Boot Dealer. Mar 29 at 3 at offices of Elwft, 
King st, Manchester 
——— Howard hg we yy pigt empes Marley, Bi am, 
Merenants at2 at 4 of Tribe and = t 
chambers, BristA. Orborne and Co, Bristol 7 
Lownso -, Thoreas, & He one, & Laneastive, Licensed Meas al Mar 
Pedant %- hon of Bor arc Ly wer? a 
5 With, Cheshire, Pork Botcher. Mar 22 atl 
ot + flees f Grace und Dizon, Morth wet x 
Cotes, omawr, Brecon, Grocer, Mar 27 at 12 at 
the Great Western Hotel, Abergavenny, Browne, Abergavenny 





Cheshire, Grocer, Mar 30 at ll at offices 


Gooke and 
Francis Heath, Hantingdon st, Hoxton, Piano Maker. Mar 91 
at 19, Gates st, yg wet Fenton, mane 
sua, oh . Con Mar 25 at 12 at 
the dtetahey ak H wletel ey, Bucks, Bull Bull, “Newport ae 


—-. Elizabeth, and Robert Howard, Birmingham, Le: 
Mar 29 at 3 at the Queen’s Hotel, New st, Birmlng 

hie and Bradbury, Birmingham 

Sinforth, Isabella, Coleshill, Warwick, Carrier. Mar 27 at 11 at offices 
of Blewitt, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Skipsey, Cuthbert, and James Skipsey, Renheions, Grocers. Mur 22 
at 11 at offices of Lawson, Villiers st, Sundrlan 

Slight, James Archibald, Newcastle-upon- = ig Sa Merchant. 
Mar 22 at 11.30 at offices of Blacklock and mite, Grey st, Newcastle. 


upon-Tyn 
saith Margeret, Tenby, Confectioner. Mar 23 at 11 at offices of 
St Julian ay Tenby 
smith, wth, Robert, and Robert Henry Smith, Addle st, Wire Manufac. 
turers. Mar 26 at 10.80 at the Cutlers’ Hall, Church st, Sheffield, 
Chubb, Pancras lane, Cheapside 
Senior Thomas Whitaker, Leeds, Wine Merchant. Mar 25 at 2 at 
offices of Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 


Stott, Thomas, Brighton, Ironmonger. Mar 26 at 2 at the Canoon at 


Hotel, London. ndreth, Brighton 
Stuart, Francis French, Richmond, Beer Merchant. Mar 26 at 3 at 
offices of Peckham and Co, Knightrider st, Doctors’ commons 
Sugden, Samuel, Wyke Bottom, York, Leather Dealer. Mar 19 at 1) 
at offices of Sykes, Heckmondwike 
Swain, Thomas, jun, Sandbach, Cheshire,  TeaneaaNe Tailor. Mar 28 
at 11 at 75, Market st, Crewe. Pointo 
Tailor, James, and James.Olds, Aston, Waraick, Builders. Mar 22 at 
11 at offices of Davies, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
Taylor, Thomas, Coseley, nr piston, foakaoper Mar 27 at 12 at offices 
of Stanley, Washington buildi ueen st, Wolverhampton 
Thomas, Thomas, Neath, Saiamees, aper. Mar 22 at 12 at offices 
of Thomas, Queen st. Neath 
Thubron, Thomas, and John Philips, West Hartlepool, Durham, Con- 
tractors. Mar 29 at 3 at offices of Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 
Tomkins, J.hn, Buckingham, Cabinet Maker. Mar 22 at 2 at the 
Swan and Castle Hotel, Buckingham. Kilby and Mace, Banbury 
Turner, Charles William, Foster place, Clapham, Bootmaker. Mar 29 
at 1 at offices of Watkin, Gray’s inn sq 
Turner, Isaac, Leg op Gas a Maker. Mar 22 at 10.30 at 
effices of James, Temple st, Birmingham 
Turner, James, Leeds, Restraurant Proprietor. Mar 28 at 3 at offizes 
of Burrell and Pickard, Albion st, Leeds. Clarke 
Venton, Oliver Cromwell, Chippenham, Wilts, > eee Mar 27 at 12 
at offices of Keary and Co, High st, Chippenha 
Woes, panes. Nottingham, Builder, a 27 @ at 11 at the Assembly 
Room: pavement, Nottingh m. Blac 
Walker, Sites Castleford, York, Builder. Mar 25 at 2 at the Con- 
mercial Hotel, Leeds. Kaberry, "Castleford 
Whipham, Frederick Septimus, Guildford st, Rassell sq, Clerk ia 
= .M.’s —_ Post Office. Mar 25 at 3 at offices of Haigh and Agar, 
resham 6 
Williams, Edwin, Parrow-in-Furness, Plumber. Muir 26 at 11 at the 
Imperial Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness, Nalder and Sanders, Dake st, 
Barrow-in-Furness 
Williams, Jenkin, Pencoed, Glamorgan, Cattle Dealer. Mar 30 at 12 
at 6 Charch at, Pontypridd. Themas 
Windle, Paul, Ear‘sheaton, nr Dewsbury, Grocer. Mar 25 at 11 at 
offices of Riigway and Ridgway, Union st, Dews»ur y 
Wood, Thomas Solomon, Deptford, Kent, Carpenter, "Mar 26 at 11 at 
the Dover Castle Inn, Broadway, Deptford. Lockyer, Deptford 
ba William, age Boot Dealer. Mar 21 at 11 at offices of 
‘ood and Co, Commercial Bank buildings, Bradford 
wooltey, William, Child Okeford, Dorset, Licensed Victualler. April 
2at 11.30 at tha Crown Hotel, Blandford. Howard, Melcombe 
Regis, Doreet 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder 
Guaranteed Pare Soluble Cocoa of the Fivest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 
_ The Facaity | pronounce it ss the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
for » or Supper, and invaluable for 
Tovellds aah Children.” 


Highly commended by the entira Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four timas the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and in REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with kre water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTims A La VAMILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
bbw | Chocolate, anf may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


In tin os podiete at 1s, 64., 38,, &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
arities on § | Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZE « CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Has obtained Her Majesty's Dope 6 Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painiese adapting 
(Prize Medal, te 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamrbiet Gratis aod Post-free, 
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GENCY.—ASSISTANT WANTED to extend 

the Business and Agencies of a large and high-class Life 

Office. Should possess competent ‘knowledge of the comparative 

* merits of different Companies, together with tact, energy, and good 

address. A good connection amongst legal firms a rec-mmendation.— 

A/dress, confidentially, N. L. G., care of Messrs. G. Street & Co., 30, 

O.rnh'll, E.C,—Gentlemen whose applications appear to meet N. L. G.’s 
requrements will be invited to a personal interview. . 





WwW ANTED, in a County Court issuing 4,000 
plaints, and a Bavkruptev centre,a Second Clerk.—Applica- 
tions, with particulars, to be addressed, “ Application for Clerkship,” 
Taz ReoisTRAR, County Court, St cckport. 


I AW.—A GENTLEMAN, who has recently 
4 paseed his fina] examination, and has read for twelve months in 
a Barrister’s chambers, r quires Employment (under super 
aLondon office. If le-ding to @ partnership preferre4.—Address, 
B. Y. R., Messrs. Cox and Sons, 102, Chancery-lane, London. 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Axzszrr Sr. Pavt 

4 (M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gent'emen for their Preliminary, 
Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class. 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11. Staple-inn, London, W.-C. 


RELIMINARY EXAMINATION FOR SOLI- 
CITORS.—The Author o¢ “ The Sta ‘ent’s Guide,” and Editor of 
the “ Preliminary Examination Journal ” (18*. cloth), who has 
upwards cf one thousand rupils dming the last ten years for this 
Framivation, many of whom had failed several times be‘ore he knew 
them, PREPARES CANDIDATES, however defective their knowledge 
may be, very speedily. References to Solicitors in nearly all the 
principal towns io England.—Adiress, Tewrtar, care of Messrs. 
Bat:erworth, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Pablishers, 


W. PITCHER, Accountant, Auditor, and Land 
@ Agent, 35, South John-street, Liverpoo), desires partic lars of 
geod Estates, Residences, and Business Premises, on Sale or to be Let. 


R. T. B. NAPIER, Clifford’s-inn Prizeman, 

Scott Scholar, Gold Medallist, '876, reads with Gentlemen for 

the Preliminary, Interm ediate, and Final Solicitors’, and for the Bar 
Examinations,—8, Tha net-place, Strand. 


0. 99, STRAND, opposite Exeter Hall. Offices 
or Chambers to Let on Th:rd and Fourth Floors. Rents £35 
and £20 respectively.—To view, apply to the Housekeeper. 























( pFEICES to be LET in King William-street, 


close to London Bridge Two Capital (ffice» on the First 
Floor, just redecorated. Gas laid on, Rent £120 per anrum, No 
premium.—Messrs, Stuart, Barker, & Son, Surveyors and 
Auctioneers, 36, King William-street, City. 


FFICES.—Spare Room, with use of General 
Office, to be Let, in Chancery-lune.—Address, Deira, ‘* Solici- 
tors’ Journal” Office, 52, Carey-street. 


NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRAOTS 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. B: 1s of Costs, 
ONE PENNY PER ¥Ol10. Briefs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 
Hoorgr & Sona, 69, Ludgate-hill. 


ACHER’S DIGEST of the STAMP DUTIES. 
By GUALTER C, GRIFFITH, of the Inner Temple, Bx rrister- 
at-Law, and of the Inland Revenue Department. Seventh Edition. 
Wh a Supplement, showing the Alterations in the Law to the end of 
Session 1877, 7s., or post-free, 78. $d. 
London: Vacuzr & Sons, 29, Parliament street. 


5} PER CENT. DEBENTURES. 
NATIONAL MORTGAGE AND AGENCY COMPANY OF 
NEW ZEALAND, LIMITED, 
Tavetsrs—Charles Magniac, Esq., 3, Lombard: B.C. 

Archibald Orr Ewing, Esq., M.P., of Ballikinrain, N.3, 
Caaramax—Henry R. Grenfell, E<q., 27, Upper Thames-street, E.C. 
Bankans—MMeeers, smith, Payne, & Smiths ; 

Bank of Scotland. 


The Company RECEIVES MONEY on LOAN, for which it ISSUES 
appellee y Ay Sets at 44 per = for 3 yous, 8 per cent, 
years, & r cent, for ars, payable half-yearly by coupons, 
Phick are ‘attached to the Bonds, 7 
Fall information and Application-Forms can be obtained at the Ofce 


the Company, 
37, Lombard-street, London, E.0. J, W. LEONARD, Sec. 


ADPVERTISING.—O. H. MAY & CO., GENERAL 
ADVERTISING OFFICES, 
78, Gracechur ch-street, London, B.C, Established 1846. 
Advertisements received for insertion in all newspapors, &c. 
Estimates for Gen Advertising, Special and favourable 
termes quoted oll ym ‘ top 
©. H. MAY & 0, aleo recolve advortisoments addressed to Stheir 
offices, without extra charge. 




















'NHE AGRA BANK (LIMITE D). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1 ,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Barancaxs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. ne 
, a gy ren —— fo flead Office on the terms eus- 
omary on ers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100, 4 
Derosrrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, sabject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreei 
upon, 
Bris issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any of the Branche® 
_— Se eS and approved bills purchased or sen* 
or col ; 
SaLxs axp Puncuasys effected in British and foreign securities, in 
Kast India Steck snd leans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
en, 
Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil and pensions realized 
Every other description of banking patel on 4 and mone 
British and Indian transacted. J. THO: 


EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
Te Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, Ee. 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ 


SCARLET INK For STEEL PENS, 


This ink is unaffected by «tee! pens; it is « most brilliant and per- 
manent colour; it can be used upom parchment, and is consequently 
of great value to solicitors ani draugh 

Sold in stone bottles, by al! stationers, a: 1s., 33., $a, and 7s. ¢° 

ach; and in glass bottles at 6d and Is. each. 














LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON a 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
H ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of *‘ Luadon Gaztte™ kept, By avvointment. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 











The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immediate ass 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION eo 
in the properform for registration and distribution. CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. 

designed and execated. No charge for sketches. Oom- 


SEALS 
panics Fee Stamps = Railway Registration 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
, Fleet 
Stationers, Printers, ae Se wy ls 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 
MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS [NTO 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS 
« Exceodingly usefal."—“ Standard.” ra 
Sold by Stations ENUrACTORED o TATENTOR Sixsvay. 
13, ORANBOURNE-STABET, LAIOESTER-SQUARE LONDON, 


Yy ALEEE'S CRYSTAL | CASB WATCHES are 
eet. Gold trom noe from 28 ta—6, re Re] 


egent-street; “6, Strand, 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


March 16, 1878 








HE NATIONAL CO-OPERATIVE SUPPLY 
. ASSOCIATION (Limited), registered under the Companies’ Acts, 
1862 and 1867. Capital £100,000, in 50,000 shares of £2 each. Pay- 
ments: 10s. ceggeetea. ae fos. on allotment. Further calls not 
to be made except at intervals of not less than three months. It is 
not intended to call up more than £1 per share. 


29, Ironmonger-lane, E.C., and Cravan-street 
Temporary Offices—29, ~ J ’ 82, , 


DIRECTORS. 
THOMAS SAUNDERS, Esq., J.P., Craven-house, Walton -on-Thames, 


Chairman. 
R. W. H. Giddy, Esq., Langley-house, Beckenham, Kent. 
Alexander Turnbull, Rog. (A, Turnball and Co.), 28, Lime-street, E.C. 
Henry Robinson, Esq., 0.B., 2, Emperor’s-gate, South Kensington. 
T. A. Carr, Esq., Ferndale, Highbury New-park. 
Edward Barrington de Fonblanque, Esq., 13, Empsror’s-gate, South 
Kensington, 


Bankérs— Messrs. Robarts, Lubbock, and Co,, Lombard-street. 
Solicitors— Messrs. Deane, Chubb, & Co., 14, South-square, Gray’s-inn, 
Auditors—Messrs. C. F. Kemp, Ford, & Co., 8, Walbrook, E.C. 
Consulting Analyst—Dr, Sedgwick Saunders, Public Analyst for the 
City of London. 


Secretary—Daniel F. Sugrue, Esq. 


PROSPECTUS. 


The remarkable popularity and success which have attended the 
working of Co-operative Associations during the past 10 years 
mee oe the great advantages derived by the public from them, 
and have led to the present undertakiag. * 

In order to estimate the benefits to a family under the co-operative 
system, it is not too much to say that there is an average economy of 25 
per cent. on the present tradesmen’s prices ; and taking, therefore, an 
expenditure of £200 yearly there is an annual saving of £50. 

So great is the appreciation of these institutions as an investment, 
in addition to their other advantages, that thousands of applicants 
have app'ied unsuccessfully ‘or shares ; and one of them recently, on 
making an issue of debenture bonds for about £60,000 (coafined to 
its own rs), received, within three days, applications for 
over three times the amount required. The shares of another Asso- 
ciation, with only 10s. per share paid up, are now wor h £40 each, a 
dividend for the half-year of £6 7s, 5d. having been declared on each 


These Associations have hitherto, for the most part, addressed them- 
selves to special classes of the community. The present Association 
addresses itself to all, without distinction of cl. ss. 

The business of this Association wil! comprise all the departments of 
existing Associations, sach as groceries, provisions, wines, haber- 
dashery, &c. ; and one of its sjecial features will be the extension of 
its business to branches not yet under aken, and with this object there 
will be arrangements tor furnishing a ho::se throughout with every re- 
quisite, both of #ritish and f reign manafactare. 

All goods sold by the Association will be sapplied at the lowest pos- 
sible prices commensurate with their quali y. 

shareholder will be entitled to all the advantages afforded at 
the Stores, to a share in the profits as hereinafter specifi:d, and will 
have the power of nominating ticketholéers, not exceeding four, each 
to pay 2s. 6d. aunually, or 10s. foi a perind of five years, for the privi- 
lege of dealing at the depots of the Ass cia1on, and »f shiring in the 
. The Directors reserve the vower to limit the ger po of ticket- 

the A i 


7% 


It is proposed to have a postal and telezraph office within the build. 
ing, together with every convenience for writing letters, and an 
ascending room for easier commupication between the different 
floors. 


In view of the great difficulty at present exnerienced by ladies in 
obtaining suitable domestic servants, a registry office for this special 
object will be establisted, under tie management of a lady, where 
interviews can take place for the engagement of female servants. 

It is expected that ail arrangements will be completed so as toenable 
the Association to open their og Myo early in the-present year: 
and at an early date a Depét will be opened at tha: West-end." ¢ 

Special attention is called to the following important features in this 
undert» king :— 

There are no restrictions witlr regard to profession or class. 

The extension of the co-operative system to house furnishing, with 
first-class a: ticles at reduced prices. i 

The convenience of the system of deposit accounts at interest, 
which combine the advantages of a savings’ bank and a ¢o-operative 


re. 

The benefits enjoyed by the tiecketholders being entitled to a share in 
the annual net profits, thus making this Association entirely co. 
operative. 

The free delivery of goods to both shareholders and ticketholders 
within the metropolitan postal district. 

No promotion money will be paid, either in cash or shares, and no 
contracts of any Kind have been entered into. 

Prospectuses and forms of application for shares can be obtained at 
the temporury offices of the Association, 29, Ironmonger-lane, E,0,, 


’ and $2, Craven-street, Strand, W.C.; or from the solicitors. 


If a lesser number of shares than is applied for be allotted, the 


| deposit wi!l be applied towards the payment on allotment, and the 


balanc e, if any, returned. 
If no al’or ment be made, the money paid on application will be re 
turned in fall. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 


Drart Paper, 5s., 65. 6d., 78. 60., 78. 94.,and 9s, 9d. per ream. 

Barer Parker, 5s. 6d., 178, 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foouscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 148, 6d., and 18s 6d. per ream. 

Cream-Larp Nors, 3s., 4s., and 53. per ream. 

Lares Cr eam-Laip Note, 48. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Large Buve Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 68, 6d. per ream. 

Envetopss, Cream on Buve, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 

Tue “ Tempce’’ Envecore, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 

Pootscap Orsiciat Envecores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

PartTerpes & Cooper’s Vettum Wove Oxus-Hover Nore, 9s. 4d. 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HUUSE PAPER,” withcut 
which none is genuine, 

InpEenTUR® Sxtvs, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. eacb, 28s, per 
doz., 136s, per roll. 

Seconps on FOLLowers, Ruled, 2s. ld. each, 24s. perdozen, 115s. per 
roll, 

Recorps o8 Memogia.s, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen. 








ts. 
epan time to time, according to the exigenci 
tion’s business. 

Every shareholder and tieketholder, to save the trouble and ex- 
pense of sending money through the pust, wil: be able to open a de- 
pesit order account at the S:ores, and purchases made from time to 
time wil be debited thereto. The balance at credit c.n be withdrawn 
in cash st any time by giving three days’ n tice. These account will 
not bear interest. 

M. ney will also be received on deposit in suns of not less than £1, 
on which interest will be aliowed at tue rate of 5 per cent. per annum, 
on sums that have remained on dep»it one calendar month. One 
month’s notice of withérawal to be given, excevyt on payments for 
purchases at the Stores of th: As-ociation. This arrangemen: thas 
gives to sharebolde:s and tickethulders greater advantages than sre 
allowed by any savings-bank. 

From the net profits 5 per cent. interest wi 1 be paid as a first charge 
re the paid-up share capital, and the valance will be divided as fol- 

ws 

One-fourth to the formation of a reserve fund. 

One-baif as a dividend to the shareholile s. 

A bonus equal to the remaining one t orth will be paid pro rata to 
the ‘icset holders who shall have purchased, during the yeat, goods to 
the ext-nt of £25 and upwards from the Associstion. 

When the Reserve Pund sha) have reaches the sam of £50,000 all 
further eddition thereto will cease; aud the said on--fourth of the 
balance of the net profits will be a»vli-d to incr-asing the dividend to 
the sharcholders _nd the bonus to the ticketho ders. 


The Board of Directors of the A-s»riaion aang compres of gentle- 
m 


men of ex) en-ures that «1 purehsses most ad 
Va) tazeou-ly, and with souns judgm nt; and it is intense! thar the 
aesoriment Ww ll be such as w il emurace ali the requ rements 
Of @ ‘amily, while every possibie care will be take’, in the app int- 
ment a thoroughly efeent staff, for the proper coniuct of the 
business, over whom 8 strict supervision wul be exercwed io ensare 
~~ aod — 

urchasers receive their goods amounting to 10s. and upwards 
carriage free within the metropotitan p»tal discricc or at any railway 
termious in London ; and for the b-nefit of the shareholder«, all pur- 
Chase» of £5 snd upwards will be deivercd iree to any railway station 

made fo 





Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Let‘er or Minute Books 
An immense stock in various bin dings. 


LAW COPYING OFFICE; 


75, CHANOERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
DEED and WRITING Engrossed and Copied. 


Copies, 141. per folix; no charge made for paper. Engrossments, 
2d per folio. Parchment, 2s. 6d. per skin. 


LAW PRINTING.—‘tatements printed at the 
fixed scale, Writs, &c., printes wit Solicitor’s name, 7s. 6d. per 
= Particulars and Conditions of Sale, &c., printed with expedi- 

ion. 

LAW LITHOGRAPHY.—Drafts of Deeds, &c. 
li hegrsphed with expedition. Plans of Estates copied, reduced, 
or e larged, and lithographed, 


LAW STATIONERY.—Draft Paper from 6s. per 


rean, F»lscap Pap-r from 4). per ream. Brivf Paper trom 
18s, per ream, Official Euvelopes of every size. 


PaRCHME VT.—Indentures ruled and red lined 


for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 24s. d zen ; Followers, 22s, dozen. 


NOLE PAPER and ENVELOPES of every de- 
sciiption. Die Sinking and Stamping, 


ACCOUNT B30KS from 21s. per set. A large 


stock of various bindings, 
Cop Pre-ses, from 258, Stands, 15s. 6d. 
Tukstauds, 08, Runners, Tape, Ferret, &c., &e. 


EDWARD TANN, 


Wholes le ond Retwil Law, General, Commercial, and Fancy S'ationer 
Lithographer, Printer, Engraver, ond Accoust Book Maker, 


75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HOLBORE. 
Samples forwarded. Estimates given. 
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BEETETER ZEEE SPFRFPESSESE, 
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